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‘whatever.’ But I do not wish to put this work 
on those groundsaione. I say thatitis necessary 
and proper, and that it is required for the defense of 
the country, for the transportation of, and supplies 
for troops; thatit will produce an immense saving in 
the Quartermaster’s Department; that it will open 
a better and shorter road, for military purposes, 
to New Mexico and territory of the United States 
west; that it will bring into market a large body of 
public land, and in these points of view becomes 
essentially a national work. General Jackson must 
have so considered it, because I find that appro- 
priations were made for that object almost every 
year during his Administration, both befure and 
after his veto of the Maysville road bill; and the 
late President Polk, while a member of this House, 
voted for appropriations for that work. 

If it was then considered a national work, it 
becomés ten times more so now. | Since then 
Texas has been annexed, New Mexico and Cal- 
ifornia have been acquired, and we are bound by 
a solemn treaty to defend Mexico from the incur- 
sions of the Indian tribes in our territory; and a 
very onerous treaty it is, too. And in order to 
comply with its stipulations, a line of military posts 
must be kept up along the northern frontier of 
Texas, and in New Mexico and California. 

I think that I have made it sufficiently clear that 
the cost of the work will be saved in less thantwo 
years in the transportation of troops and their 


body of public land that will thereby be brought 
into market, which will more than reimburse the 
entire expenditure. 


has clearly the power—and in view of economy, 

it becomes the duty of Congress to provide for 

the removal of this obstruction—by- the fourth 

section of the fourth article of the Constitution. 

The United States is bound to protect each of 
the States against invasion and against domestic 

violence. Troops must therefore be stationed | 
along the Texas frontier to keep off the Indian 

tribes in the territory of the United States.” Then 

if this work, as I | ave demonstrated, is necessary 

and proper to that esd, or for the support of the 

army, the power is clearly conferred without any 

regard to that vexed question of internal improve- 

ment by the General Government. 
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| time I shall submit a motion, to supply whatis, as 


tario of near $100,000,000 yearly. 


I think, a most manifest and extraordinary omis- 
sion in this bill. 1 will say, in passing, that Iam 
in favor of the principle of the improvement of our 
rivers and harbors, and that it is a duty enjoined 
upon the Government, by every consideration of 
justice and good faith, toward the commerce of 
the country. There is a commerce on Lake On- 
Every State 
of the West, and every citizen of the West, is 
interested in thatcommerce. A large share of our 


| products of the West float over that lake, which 


possesses but few of what may be called natural 
harbors. There are few good and valuable har- 
bors that can be secured for the benefit of com- 
merece upon it. [| wish to have the attention par- 
ticularly of the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce to what I am about to state, with the 


| view to ascertain whether he assents to the truth 


of the facts I shall set forth. As early as 1829, 


| the Government adopted Big Sodus Bay—as it is 
| known, in contradistinction to Little Sodus—as 


| one of the harbors of this lake. 


Government 


| had a double object in view then, which is of equal 


potency now. One object was to improve by far 
the best harbor upon the lake, for the benefit of 


| the commerce of the lake; and the other object 
| was this—Lake Ontario being the dividing water 


between this and a foreign Power, and that harbor 


| being about half way between the eastern and 
supplies alone, and this, too, exclusive of the large || 


| Government could secure, in case of a war, for the | 


western ends of the lake, was the onl, depét the 


shelter of any naval force it might have upon it. 


| [ ean say, beyond the possibility of contradiction, 
If my view of this subject be correct, Congress || 


that it is the only harbor of sufficient capacity to 
answer the necessities of the Government in case 


| of war, between England and the United States, 


| upon that lake. 


It is a bay about six miles long 


|} and from one to two and a half wide, and sur- 
| rounded by a rising country, contributing to make 


it one of the most perfect harbors upon the lakes 
or sea-board of the whole country. I risk little 


| in saying that there is no better harbor upon the 


American coast, sea-board or lakes, than the har- 
bor of Big Sodus Bay. It has several sheltering 
islands in it. It is situated midway upon the lake, 


| and conséquently the Government, at an early pe- 


It may be asked why this work should not be || 


executed by Louisiana? My answer is, that the 
obstruction is at the northern limit of that State. 
The Usited States, and the States of Arkansas and | 
Texa., have by far a greater interest; and by the 
act admiiting Louisiana into the Union, it is pre- 


| plers nearly a mile in length, w 


scribe’ ‘* as a condition upon which said State is |) 


“incorporated into the Union, that the river Mis- 
‘sissippi and the navigable rivers and waters lead- 


‘shall be common highways, and forever free, || 


‘as well to the inhabitants of said State as to the 
‘inhabitants of other States, and the Territories of 
‘ the United States, without any tax, duty, impost, 
“or toll therefor, imposed by the said State.’” It 
is therefore clearly a work that should be executed | 
by the General Government. 
The United States engineer estimated the re- | 
moval of the raft, and other improvements required 
in the river, at $186,500. A large portion of this | 
amountis estimated for cut-offs and other work | 
below Shreveport, thought not to be absolutely 
necessary. The original raft was removed at an | 
average cost of about $20,000 per mile, including | 
costs of examinations, surveys, boats; &c. The | 
raft is now statéd to be about five miles long, and | 
must be more easity removed than the original, | 
which had lain there over halfa ventury. It is’) 
therefore concluded that $100,000 will be sufficient | 
to free the navigation of the principal obstraction. | 
Mr. SACKETT. I do not intend to make a | 
general speech upon the subject of the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, but only to call atten- 
tion to certain defects and omissions, and to one 
more ially of a most glaring character in this 
bill) which I think: this House — to correct, 
and which ! ary quite’sure they will correct after | 
the facts of the case are presented. At the proper | 
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| 
| 
| 


| to a certain extent, in a state of dilapidation. 


riod, as I have stated before, (1829,) adopted this 
as an important harbor, that should be protected 
and improved; and we have actually expended 
upon it between $140,000 and $150,000. I may 
not be precisely accurate in the amount, but at any 
rate that is not far from the sum. 

The mouth of the harbor is now protected by two 
hich were built 
more than twenty years ago, and which are now, 


On 


| account of their protected situation, they have 
‘ing into the same, and into the Gulf of Mexico, || 


|| and security. 


| the security of a harbor. 


stood better than any piers this Government has 
constructed elsewhere upon the inland waters for 
The Government this 
year recommend an appropriation of $15,000 to 
put this important work im a state of preservation 
{ am personally well acquainted 
with the situation and condition of these piers, 
and, if it be desired, can go further into detail, as 
to the pressing necessity for their improvement. 
I believe the $15,000 recommended by the Gov- 
ernment—and the chairman of the committee will 
justify me in stating that that sum has been rec- 
ommended—will put those piers in a condition to 
stand for many years to come. At present there 
exists breaches in them,some of thestone, timbers, 
and planking are gone, and some dredging is re- 


| quired at the mouth of the harbor of sand and 


dirt, the collection of twenty years. The piers are 
about a mile in length, stretching out into the 
lake; and what they require is to be thoroughly 
repaired, so that they will stand the storms of the 
lake. Unless they are so repaired, the immense 


expenditure of the Government of more than i 
140,000 will be lost and wasted, and the very best || 


rbor upon atiy of the lakes wil! be rendered use- 
less to commerce. 

I do not intend to cast any direct censure upon 
the committee which has reported this bill, and 
given this subject its consideration. I attribute to 
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New Seares.....Neo. 


Aa hisan 


‘ehension of the cireumstances of the 
ther than to intended wrong, that with such 
this before them, they have not recom 

ervauon of 
presented this 
ee, the circumstances of 
Xtraordinary, and as [ 
a ine peo of th rtrv 


verce of that lake will th 


cast 
t se as 
mended any appropriation for the x 
this harbor, thouch, as fully 
case before that 

this omission are 
think and 
ested in the com: 
without excuse 


re 


inter- 
nk, are 
This same committee have grone fiteen miles 
further east, and recommended $10,000 for a new 
work, In No one respect comparing at all in value 
or importance with ‘this, and refused to recom- 
mend for this when 


made, and only wants 


harbor 


repairing: 


even th 


te ready 
such an extra 
ordinary course cannot be justified. This new 
work was never recommended by the Government 
The Department recommend no appropriation for 
it. Now why does this committee assume to 
abandon the most important harbor on the lake, 
to enter into a ne this kind? It de 
mands explanation—explanation that | know can- 


w scheme of 


not be given on any principle of justice, right, or 
sound legislation. “They have made an appropri- 
ation, I say, for a new work at a distance of six- 
teen or seventeen miles from Big Sodus Bay, for 
which the Government has never heretofore given 
a recommendation. Why is this? Why is s 
work of this vast importance neglected, and one 
of the best harbors of all the lakes abandoned, to 
try some new experiment, of whith we know 
nothing, end where there is no commerce, no ship- 
ping, and now no harbor? The distance from the 
mouth of the Genesee river, below Rochester—a 
very important commercial point—to Oswego, 
which is another important point, is between sixty 
and seventy miles; and without the harbor of Big 
Sodus, I wish the committee to bear in mind—for 
itisa fact that cannot be contradicted—there is not 
a single harbor of ‘or vessels for thin 
whole distance, a part of the lake more exposed 
than any other, it being in the central part and at 
the widest 
single island er ;.ro 
will not bea pi 
been begun. 

What can be the meaninz of this abandonment 
of so important a work? Why does the Com- 
mittee on Commerce neg to recommend the 
preservation of a work cn wh there has been 
already expended more tha $0,006, and a har- 

| bor that is by far the best on uil the lakes—a har- 
| bor that ts the only one that can be used asa naval 
depét in case Sf war? This is a most extraordi- 
nary proceeding—one that cannot be justified— 
one the: every principle of right, justice, and pro- 
priety condemns. It is a mockery of harbor 
tection to pursue such a course—nx course that will 
| meet the swift condemnation of the people, and 
| that ought to be repudiated by every interest con- 
| nected with commerce. Are we to let the best 
harbors of the country go to decay for the sake of 
new and untried experiments? Such a course is 
unheard-of in the course of commercial protec- 
tion, and I call upon the House to take notice 
| of it. 
| Tsay there is no protection at present, except 
this harbor, between the two by fi 


protection 


point. and nowhere sheltered by 


ection 


The work suggestod 
tion at all, for it has not yet 


pro- 
pr 


far the most com- 
mercial points on that lake, Rochester and Oswe- 
go,a distance of between sixty and seventy miles. 
{ ask this committee, and I ask the chairman of 
the committee, whether this is wise and sound 
legislation? whether it is justice to the harbors 
and the commerce of that lake to refuse to appro 
priate to a work constituted as this is—a work in 
which there has been more than $140,000 expend- 
ed, and which is regarded through that whole 
| country as the very best harbor upon the lake, and 
that only requires an appropriation of $10,000 or 
$15,000 to keep it in a state of preservation for a 
long series of years? The water in that harbor is 


|| from thirty to forty feet deep. There are nt least 
|| three square miles of water in it of safficient depth 


| to float any ship of our Navy. 
There are other considerations, which, in jus- 
} tice to the subject, this committee ought to take 
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into account. This bay is situated about nine i 
miles from the Erie canal. A canal is at this time | 
in process of construction, to connect the Erie 1 
canal with the waters of that bay, which is very 
soon to make that one of the great commercial 
points upon that lake. A railroad company is also 
organized for the purpose of constructing a road 
to connect that point with the series of railroads 
which connect the West and the East, the coal 
regions of Pennsylvania, and both the central 
and southern line of railroads running through the 
State of New York. If we examine this subject, | 
we see that itis not only a point of vast import- 
ance directly, to the commerce upon the lake, but 
it is a point of vast importance connected with the 
internal trade that will necessarily and very soon be | 


connected with the point itself. In fact, looking to || 


the future interests of the country, there is no more | 
important commercial point upon our inland lakes. 
Mr. TAYLOR. The gentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Sackett] seems to be discussing a par- 
ticular item in this bill in regard to the improve- 
ment of some harbor on Lake Ontario. 


and I submit a question, whether his remarks 
would not be more proper under five minutes ex- 
planation, which would be allowed upon each of 
these items;—and I see that there are five for Lake 
Ontario. 
I would further say to the gentleman, without 
interrupting his speech, that | really believe that 
it would be wiser to move that the committee rise, | 
and limit debate to five minutes, and then proceed | 


to the items of this bill, so that the bill may pass || 


to-morrow. The time of this House is very pre- 
cious, and | would suggest to my friend from New | 
York [Mr. Sackert] that he allow the mogipn to 


be made, that the committee rise for the purpose || 


of limiting debate, so that we can proceed to the 
consideration of the various items in this bill. I 
see that there are seventy-three of them inall, and | 
I suppose that there are gentlemen who would like 
to make seventy-three speeches for and seventy- | 
three speeches against them. We would progress | 
admirably under the five minutes rule, and I sub- 
mit, with all due respect to the gentleman, the sug- 


gestion that the committee rise for the purpose of || 


limiting debate 

Mr. SACKETT. If my friend will allow me, 
I have to make a remark or too further. | am 
nearly done with the subject. I do not desire to 
opeapy the attention of the committee for any con- 
siderable length of time. I have made these re- 
marks, because I thought such an amendment 
as the one | have suggested could not be presented | 
under the five minutes rule, as l regard the point 
in whose behalf I have offered these remarks as 
one of the most important points upon the lake. 
It as, in truth, the only naval point which can be 
used upon Lake Ontario. I wished to make these 
explanations with a view of giving the committee 
the facts, so that when the amendment is moved 
it may be properly understood. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. _I wish in this connection to 
state some matters of fact. The works upon this 
Big Sodus Bay upon Lake Ontario, to which he 
refers, are old works, and were commenced in 
1829. The first appropriation that was made for 
that harbor was to the amount of $143,000. The | 
harbor is a fair one for a harbor upon that lake. 
We have appropriated $10,000 for the improve- | 
ment of another harbor, which is about fifteen 
miles from that one, upon the understanding that 
the land and the position of the other harbor, | 
would render it of great value asa harbor of refuge 
upon that coast; and another reason is because 
that part of the coast is the most exposed of any 
part of Lake Ontario, and if vessels are ever in 
danger of being driven by the northwest winds 
upon the coast, it is at that point. The facts as 
they came to the knowledge and understanding of 
the committee are, that the other bay, which is 
about fifteen miles further to the west, and is sur- 
rounded by such high banks as to afford better 
protection at the present time for shipping, induced 
the committee to make this appropriation, rather 
than to make an appropriation for the old work, 
supposing that ack could be at some future time 
put in repair if necessary, and that the sum which 
we have now named in this appropriation was, at 
this time, a proper and fair distribution of these 
appropriations applicable to that point. 

Mr, FULLER, of Maine. 1 wish to ask the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 
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He is || 
very properly discussing it; but I suggest to him, || 


|| the lake. 








wego in a gale from the northwest could enter that 
harbor—whether the committee had not in view 
an appropriation for a harbor of refuge, where 
vessels might make it when they could not at 
Osw evo ? 


Mr,SEYMOUR. My colleague upon the com- 


| mittee, the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fucier,} 
|| is right in his suggestion. 


Mr. SACKETT. One suggestion made by the 
chairman of the committee as a reason for neglect- 
ing Sodus Bay is a reason in relation to which he is 
entirely mistaken. Itis not true in point of fact that 


AL GLOBE. 


| merce a question. If a vessel approaching Os- || the bill. I 


1 


the country surrounding Little Sodus Bay makes , 


it better than the Big Sodus Bay. I do not wish 
to say anything against that point; it is not ne- 
cessary. I do not know but with $100,000 or 
$200,000 expended there a harbor of some value 
might be made. I suppose this to be true. But 


while I suppose this—guess at it, which is all 


| ment recommended nothing—I know that Big Sodus 
Bay is by far the best harbor upon that lake or on 
any of the lakes. There is no harbor that com- 
pares with it at all, either in capacity, safety, or 
security; and there is no harbor that can compare 


| the committee could have done, for the Govern- | 


with it in a national point of view for naval pur- | 


poses. Should we ever have any difficulty with 

England, there is no harbor so calculated for de- 
| fense on account of the points of intersection with 
In fact the Committee on Commerce 
has refused to report for the only national harbor 
of protection for a navy there is on Lake Ontario, 
and that too even after the Government has made 


| the work, and all that is wanted is to keep it in 


repair. 


On the subject of appropriations for that lake, I 

The commerce of that lake | 
is ummense, and increasing with wonderful rapid- | 
The whole country is interested in it, and | 
the appropriations for that lake are only about | 


ought to say a word, 


ity. 


one half what the appropriations are for Lake 
Erie. J am not complaining, however, in regard 
to that point. 


ropriety, as I think, ofim- 
proving this harbor, atetine these works, upon 
which the Government have ex} 
in a safe state of preservation. That is all I ask, 


It is what the commerce of the whole country r 
Teens I come now directly to the point. Wil 
this committee suffer these works to go to decay 
for the want of $10,000 or $15,000, which will 
put them in a state of preservation that will last 
for a long series of years? I do not- believe that 


the Committee on Commerce touching this sub- 
ject. They have overlooked this important work 
without reason, and this House will correct it. 


The chairman of the Committee on Commerce | 
says Little Sodus will serve as a port of refuge | 
Suppose it will, | 


to vessels going to Oswego. 
is 8O important a point as Big Sedus to be neg- 
lected to build up a tender to Oswego? What 


collector, and custom-house officers, and commer- 
cial business. How is it at the point the commit- 
tee proposes? I leave the committee to answer. 

I have been solicited to move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of closing this debate. There 
are those who desire to be heard before this com- 
mittee upon other matters connected with this bill, 


| and I shall therefore decline to makesuch motion. | 
I wish to say a word upon the supposed infallibil- | 


ity of this bill. I protest against any such idea 


House. 


impropriety of every amendment, and are we to 
in their bill bere, that it is brought in upon such 


such labor by the committee, that it is not justl 

subject to amendment? Sir, ] agree to no such 
roposition, 

important points of the rivers and harbors of the 


I have endeavored to. represent one. 


| 
| 


| 


real propriety of the case, but to be guided pre- 
cisely by the views of the committee that reported 





I am only endeavoring to show to | 
| the committee the great 


vended so much, | 


and that is all those interested in this matter ask. | 
e- | 


any such policy will characterize our legislation. | 
There is some misapprehension on the part of | 


sort of justice is this, what sort of protection to | 
commerce is it? There is at Sodus a light-house, | 


,as to any bill which may be brought into the | 
The committee are to judge of the propriety or | 
be told when the Committee on Commerce bring | 


principles, under such circumstances, and after | 


I understand that there are various | 


country which are entirely neglected by this bill. | 
here are | 
others of still greater importance, and I protest | 
against the principle that we are not to look to the | 
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repudiate all such ideas of legisla- 
| tion. 

The amendment that I intend to propose at the 
proper time, in reference to Sodus Bay, appro- 
| priates $15,000, which is the precise sum that the 
|Government has recommended as the proper 
amount to be expended in order to secure the 
works already there from destruction by the ele- 
ments and the waters of the lake. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined bills of the following titles, viz: 

H.R. No. 91. An act for the relief of the exe- 
cutors and heirs of Thomas Fletcher, deceased; 

H. R. No. 207. An act to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the services of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1852; 

H.R. No. 262. An act to authorize the President 
of the United States to designate the places for 
the ports of entry and delivery for the collection 
districts of Puget’s Sound and Umpqua, in the 
Territory of Oregon, and to fix the compensation 
of the collector at Astoria, in said Territory; 

H.R. No. 231. An act for the relief of James 
W. Campbell, of Pike county, Missouri; 

H.R. No. 167. An act for the relief of Isaac 
Cobb; 

H.R. No. 96. An act for the relief of Gustavus 
A. De Russey, late acting purser in the Navy; 

H. R. No. 103. An act for the relief of John 
Mcintosh; and 

S. No. 241. An act to authorize the Mayor and 
Common Council of Chicago, Illinois, to excavate 
a portion of the public reservation at that place, 
with a view to the improvement of the navigation 
of Chicago river— 

And found the same truly enrolled; when the 
Speaker signed the said bills. 

Mr. TAYLOR. With a view to facilitate the 
progress of the public business, I shall notavail my- 
self of the opportunity now afforded me of address- 
ing the committee for one hour, although I have 
listened to over two hundred speeches from other 
gentlemen which have oceupied nearly the whole 
session. I submit to the committee that we shall 
progress with this bill with as much satisfaction 
to every gentleman interested in it, and with as 
much benefit to the whole country, by closing the 
debate and confining ourselves to the explanation 
of amendments in five-minutes speeches, as we 
shall by further debate under the one hour rule; I 
therefore move that the committee rise, with a 
view to close the debate in a short time. 

Mr. DISNEY. I trust my colleague will with- 
draw that motion. It is very evident, from the in- 
dications around us, that this bill has been taken 
up quite unexpectedly, and that gentlemen are not 
prepared to debate it. The bill is certainly alto- 
gether too important in its character to be forced 
through the House without full and free discussion 
in regard to it, 

Now, I have a matter to bring to the attention 
of the committee, in which my constituents are 
interested—a matter of vast importance to them 
and, I believe, to the Republic generally; and cer- 
tainly to propose to me to crowd into a five-min- 
utes speech, even a mere statement of facts, is 
asking too much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to rise is not 
debatable. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I merely propose to reply to 
my colleague. I notice that this bill contains ap- 
propriations for the Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, 
and Arkansas rivers, $260,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I do; but merely to reply to 
my colleague. I amas much in favor of these 
appropriations as my colleague, or anybody else; 
but we are now within less than a month of the 
close of this session, with the great bills of the 
session pressing upon us, and the Senate, in some 
degree, reproaching the House with not expediting 
the public business. Now, here isa bill which 
has been before us since the 14th day of June 
last. It was submitted to this House more than 
a month ago, and I do not believe there is a gen- 

tleman in this committee who has not long since 
made up his mind definitely in regard to these ap- 
propriations, and who is not ready to vote on 
them. I do not desire to limit debate upon the 

eneral policy of the country; and if gentlemen 
oe it, 1 am willing to have evening sessions 
from seven till ten o'clock. 





; 


| 








allow me to say a word by way of explanation? 
Mr. TAYLOR. I yield the floor to the gentle- 
man for that purpose. 
Mr. MEADE, I wish to say to the gentleman 


from Ohio, that a motien for the committee to rise | 


with a view of closing this debate ought, in my 
opinion, never to be made, unless the committee 
shows a disposition to quit the subject-matter 
before it in order to discuss general matters having 
no connection with that subsect. We have been 
in committee but one hour, and there has been no 
disposition to quit the merits of this bill with a 


| 


view of discussing other matters. Now, while | 


gentlemen show a disposition to confine them- 
selves to the merits of the bill, and its various 
details and provisions, I do think that the appli- 
cation of the gag law by a majority of this House 
would be exceedingly injudicious and unjust. 

I will remark further to my friend, that while it 
is not my purpose, nor, as far as | know, the pur- 


pose of any gentleman who is opposed to this bill, || 


to make hour speeches, with a view of delaying | 
the decision of the question, or in any way to || 
throw impediments in its way; yet there are some | 
who are desirous of bringing before the attention | 


of the committee certain bona fide amendments to 
this bill which require more than five minutes 
explanation. 
great a hurry to make his motien for the commit- 


And if my friend was not in too | 


tee to rise, | would ask him for still more time, | 


for the purpose of bringing to the notice of this 
committee one instance of omission in this bill, 
which, in my opinion, works great injustice to the 
State which Lin part represent. But I will not 


ask my friend to grant me more of histime, unless | 


it is freely granted. If it is granted, however, I 
have only to say that it will not take me more than 
ten minutes to say what I have to say. Ido not 
wish to speak in opposition to the bill generally. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will withdraw his motion 
for the committee to rise, in order that the gentle- 
man from Virginia, and any other gentlemen who 
wish to present to the committee subjects that ap- 
pertain to the perfection of this bill, may be heard 
at the present time. 


Mr. TAYLOR. In deference to the wishes of 


THE 


the United States generally, had been suffering for | 


so many years, and hence ut was defeated. 

Now, | should like to consume an hour in dis- 
cussing the merits of this bill, and of the various 
appropriations contained in it. It is imperatvely 
demanded by the Western States that something 
shall be done to protect our harbors, to protect the 
commerce amongst the Sues, to improve our 
rivers, to uphold that vast internal commerce 


which is greatly superior, in amount, to our for- | 


eign commerce, and which, | say, demands the 
attention, and the speedy attention, of this House, 
and of this Congress. We should not, then, frit- 
teraway our time in unnecessary debate. | wish 
to debate some amendments which | design to offer 
to this bill, but | am content to debate them under 
the five minutes rule. ‘Those of my friends ought 


not to complain who have already occupied two, | 


three, four, and five hours of the time of this 
House during the present session. There are a 
hundred gentlemen in this House—and | wish the 


country to know and understand i—who, by the | 


tyranny of therules which we have imposed apon 
ourselves, have not been permitted to eccupy five 
minutes of the time of this House on any propost- 
sition, local, private, or public. 


Now, | have great deference to the wishes of | 


those gentlemen. 1! am willing to sit here during 
four or five hours in the morning, and then have 
protracted sessions in the evening, if they desire 
it, to hear them discuss public questions of gen- 
eral interest. But when a bill of this kind 1s be- 
fore us, which has been upon our tables for a 


| month; when we have resolved to adjourn on the 


| 16th of August, and when we have been re- 


proached by the Senate for not sending them the 


| important appropriation bills, so that they may 
| get ready to adjourn, ldo think it behooves us to 


act speedily and promptly on this bill, and not 
consume time by unnecessary and vexatious dis- 


quisttious on questions which are not before us. 


I will new yield my right to occupy the floor 


| one hour, and { will withhold my mouon as long 


the gentleman from Virginia, and of the distin- | 


guished gentleman who 1s chairman of the com- 
mittee that reported this bill, I will, before I sit 
down, withdraw the motion. I wish, however, 


to make a remark in answer to the gentleman from | 


Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand that the motion to rise is withdrawn? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; I withdraw it; but 
I wish to respond to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will allow me, I will mention to him that one of 
my colleagues, who represents an interest deeply 
involved in the question of river and harbor im- 
—— is desirous, I have no doubt, although 

have not conferred with him, of submitting his 
views upon this subject. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 will state to the gentleman 
that I have withdrawn the motion until gentlemen 
depart from the discussion of the bill now under 
consideration. I differ with the gentleman from 
Virginia in this respect: I think that we can dis- 
cuss these bills which have been lying on our 


as gentlemen confine themselves to a discussion 


| of the bill now before us, but [ shall renew it as 


tables so long a great deal more appropriately, in- | 


telligibly, and successfully, by limiting debate, and 
confining ourselves to five minutes of explanation 
for and against amendments. 
here leads me to that conclusion. 
Now, I have no desire to limit the general de- 
bate upon this bill, or any other; but [ submit to 
the gentlemen of this committee that it behooves 


us, as legislators, when we have been sitting here | 


since the first Monday in December last, to expe- 
dite the public business, and, if we ever mean to 

a river and harbor bill, to do it now, and do 
it quickly, for the people all over the country ex- 
pect it at our hands, and expect that we shall pass 
upon it in time for the Senate to pass upon italso. 
You know that we lost a very valuable appropri- 
ation bill of this kind at the last session, because 
we sent it to the Senate too late for them to act 
upon it. In my humble judgment, however, it 
was in good time; but we were then in view of a 
presidential nomination, and it did not suit the 
views of presidential aspirants to take up that bill, 
for the want of which the Western country, and 


soon as I find gentlemen departuung from it to 
make presidential Buncombe speeches, to which 
I have no objection, provided they can be made 
at some convenient time during our sessions, and 
which, if it becomes necessary, | shall probably 
indulge in making myself. But I submit that we 
are called upon by an imperious necessity, not 
only to act on this bill, but to hear from our va- 
rious committees—the Naval Committee, the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the Committee on 
Commerce—upon other subjects than this bill, 
and all the other committees which have not been 


| called for four months, while some of us have 


been sitting here in exhausted health and spirits, 
listening with regret to the waste of the time of 


| the House and of the committee, which, it seems 


to me, might have been profitably appropriated, 


| if we had limited ourselves to debate on the ques- 


My experience || 


tions under consideration. 

Now, | have no reproaches to make against any 
gentleman of this House; butas a member of some 
little experience, I feel that | havea right to submit 
it to the gentlemen of the committee, if it does not 
behoove us to act promptly upon this bill, partic- 
ularly when, as the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Seymour] says, it is fourteen years since 
any appropriations have been made for the im- 
prov’ ment of our harbors and the protection of 
ovr commerce. I, for one, sir, am willing to sit 
here day in and day out, to hold evening sessions, 
and to pass this bill before we take «p any other 
«ppropriation bill whatever. 1 am friendly to the 
war establishment, and to our Navy, and | am 
willing to go to a reasonable extent to make ap- 


propriation for the civil and diplomatic service of | 


the country; but I say that gentlemen who repre- 


sent interior districts, should stand by this bill and | 
pass it in some form or other, before they touch the | 


civil and diplomatic bill, or any other appropria- 
tion bill, in the House or in the committee. 

Mr. STANLY. I wish to offer a substitute for 
the entire bill now before the committee. I would 
not do it if 1 was assured that no amendment 
would be offered to the bill as reported by the 
Committee on Commerce. 

The bill 1 propose is one introduced into the 
House by me on the 4th of March last, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Congress, which was sent to the Senate, and was 
defeated there ov the last day of the session. | 
oiler ut pow, wihout any further remarks, and 
hope it will be printed in the Globe, so that every 
one can examine it. Then, if the House vote this 
substitute down, | shall feel justified in voting 
against all other amendments which may be of- 
fered. If we cannot take this bill, let us take the 
one reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress as 
sembled, That a sum of money be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, to be paid out of any unappropriated money 
in the Treasury sufficient for the tollowing purposes, viz: 

For a breakwater structure at the harbor of Burlington, 
env Lake Champlain, $15,000 

For a break water structure at the harbor at Plattsbarg, on 
Lake Champlain, 315,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at White Hall, on 
Lake Champlain, $10,000, 

For repairs and working of dredge on Lake Champlain, 
$9,000. 

For improvement of the harbor at Port Ontario, on Lake 
Ontario, $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake 
Ontario, £40,000. 

For the improvement of the barbor at the mouth of Big 
Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Little 
Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Genesee river, on Lake Ontario, @20,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Oak 


| Orchard Bay, on Lake Ontario. $10,500. 


For a dredge-boat on Lake Ontario, $20,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, on Lake 
Erie, and the repair and extension of the sea-wall thereat, 
$50,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at Dunkirk, on Lake 
Erie, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Cattaraugus, on 
Lake Erie, #15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Erie, on Lake Erie, 
$40,000. 

For the improvementof the harbor at Conneaut, on Lake 
Erie, 215,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at Canningham’s Bay, 
on Lake Erie, 310,000, 

Fur the improvement of the harbor at Ashtabula, 415,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Grand 
river, on Lake Erie, $15,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Cleveland, on Lake 
Erie, $20,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth ef Black 
river, on Lake Erie, $10,009. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Ver- 
million river, on Lake Erie, 810,000 

For the improvamenbt of the harbor at Huron, on Lake 
Erie, $10,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sandusky, on Lake 


| Erie, $30,000. 


It is the | 
identical bill which passed this House, in the last | ware, $15 


For the improvement of the harbor at Monroe, on Lake 
Erie, $20,000). 

For a dredge-boat on Lake Erie, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Michigan City, on 
Lake Michigan, $30,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Chieago, on Lake 
Michigan, and for repairs of dredge and dredging, $27,176. 

For a breakwater structure at the harbor of Waukegan, 
on Lake Michigan, 815,00). 

For the improvement of the harbor at St. Joseph, on Lake 
Michigan, 320,900. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Kalamazoo river, on Lake Michigan, 10,000 

For the improvement of the harbor atthe mouth of Grand 
river, on Lake Michigan, 310,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at Milwaukie, on Lake 
Michigan, 225,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Racine, on Lake. 
Michigan, 220,00. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Southport, on Lake 
Michigan, $15,000. 

For a dredge boat on Lake Michigan, £20,000. 

For continuation of the surveys of the northern and porth- 
western lakes, 825.000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Dubuque, on the 
Mississippi river, £20,000 

For the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis, on the 
Mississippi river, #50,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Havre de Grace, in 
Maryland, $20,000. 

For a breakwater structure at Great Point, Nantucket, 
Massachusetts, $20,100. 

For the improvement of the harbor at New Bedford, Mas- 
sachusetts, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Provincetown, Mas- 
sachusetts, $4,500. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Wilmington, North 
Carolina, and a resurvey of the Cape Fear river below Wii- 
mington, and for the survey of the harbor at the mouth of 
New river, below Jacksonville, North Carolina, #10,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, 10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Savannah, and the 
naval anchorage, near Pulaski, $50,000. 

Fur the construction of a breakwater structure at Stani- 
ford Ledge, in the harbor of Portiand, Maine, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Falmouth, Masea- 
chusetts, between Buzzard’s Bay and Vineyard Sound, 
$4,500. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Providence, and 
the removal of a rock in Saukonnet river, Rhode Island, 
5,000. 
For the ree of the harbor at New Castle, Deia- 
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For the improvement of the harbor at Newark, New Jer- 
sey, embracing the Bay of Newark, and the Killa, west- 
ward of the mouth of the bay, $15,' 00. 

for the improvement of the harbor at Port Penn, Dela 
wore, embracing the Reedy Island Shelter, $25 00 

Fer the completing of the removal of the sand shoal in 
Pamlico river, below Washington, North Carolina, $5,000, 

For the coutinuation of the Delaware breakwater, $50,000. 

Por the fwprovement and farther survey of the barbor at 
Baltimore city, belaw the Port Warden’s line, and the Pa 
tapece fiver, trom the said Port Warden’s line to the mouth 
of said river, $20,000, 

forthe repaicand preservation of the harbors on the coast 
of the Atlautic ocean, $20,0 0. 

For the removal of ob-tructions to the navigation of the 
Hudson river, above and below Albany, $75,000. 

For the removal of the obstructions to the navigation of 
the St. Clair river, connecting the upper and lower lakes, 
$40,000. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, $80,000. 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river below the 
ranid«, the Ohio river below the falls at Lonieville, and the 
Miss ri and Arkansas rivers, $240,000; und for the [inois 
and Tennessee rivers, @50,000 each. 

For the improvement of Red River, $80,000. 

For the repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland 
Isjanud, in the Ohic river, $50,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Stanford, Connec- 
ticut, 85, 00. 

For the improvement of the Hog Island chanvel, in the 
harbor at Charleston, South Carolina, $25,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Manitouwoc, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, in the 
Biaie of Wisconsin, 810,000. 

For the improvement of the upper and lower rapids of the 
Mississippi river, 350,000. 

Fos the improvement of the Hurlgate channel, in New 
York tiwrbor, 840,00 |, 
For the removal of rocks obstructing the navigation of 
Cob-cock Bay, near Falls Island, below the Port of Petw- 

broke. on the coast of Maine, $5,' 00. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Sag 
inaw river, in Saginaw Bay, on Lake Huron, $10,000. 

For the tbuprovement of the Bayou La Fourche, in Lou- 
Isinzna, $25,000, 

For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at 
the mouth of Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, in the State 
of Michignn, $19,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, in the 
State of New York, on Lake Ontario, 310,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
tiver, in the State of Michigan, 310,000. 

For a survey of the harbor at Beaufort, North Carolina, 
with an estimate of the cost and advantages to said harbor, 
of co inecting the river Neuse therewith, 32,5 0. 

Por the survey of the Mississippi river above the Falls of 
Et. Anthony, for the purpose of ascertaining what improve- 
inents (and the expense thereof) can be made in the navi- 
gation at Sauke and Pike rapids, $5,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Mobile, $50,000, 
For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chu<ette, $1,500. 

For the improyement and further survey of the harbor at | 
Richmond city, Virginia, aud the James river from said har- 
bor to the mouth of said river, aud from the junction of said 
river with the Appomattox river, to the city of Petersburg, 
$20,000, 

For the construction of anag and dredge boats, and dis 
chargiig-scows, for the removal of obstructions in the har- 
bors on the const of Texas, 850,000. 

For the removal of Middte Rock, designated on the chart 
as ‘* Rocky Buay,’’ in the harbor of New Haven, Connec- 
ticut, $6,00', or for the erection of a beacon thereon, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, 

920.00 removing the raft in the Colorado river, Texaa, 

20,000, 

For renoving the obstructions in the Rio Grande river, 
Texas, $5,700, 

For the improvement of the harbor of Port Jefferson, 
New York. $5,000. 

For reapening a communication between Albemarle | 
Sound, North Carolina, and the Auantic ocean, $100,000. ° 

Fora sea-wallon the great Brewster, in the harbor of | 
Boston, Mascachnsetts, $15,000. 

For the construction of snag-boats, dredge-hoats, and 
discharging scows, to be used on the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Missouri, Arkansas, and other western waters, $100,000, 

Fora breakwater at Richmond Island, in Portland har- 
bor, $10,000. 


Mr. MEADE. [f | understood the gentleman 
from North Carolina, |Mr. Srani.y,}—for | heard | 
him but very imperfeztly,—he now proposes to | 
offer, as an amendment, the bill passed by the 
House during the last session of Congress. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to makea speech 
upon this question. I only wish to submit a very 
few remarks to the committee upon the subject. 
1 see from the votes that have been taken upon 
preliminary questions in connection with this bill, 
that it te the determination of this Howse to pass | 
this bill in some shape or other. | wish to bring |; 
to the attention ef the committee the fact, that |. 
while nearly every State in the Union has been | 

rovided for in this bill tosome extent, that which 

have the honor to represent in part is not men- || 
tioned. Every other State has some appropria- || 
uon except (I may without egotism be permitted | 
to aay) the great State of Virginia. I have con- i 
fe with the chairman of the Committee on || 
Commerce, (Mr. Szrmovur,] and asked him why || 





| propriations fur the great State of New York, 


| river. 
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it was that those who have no constitutional scru- 
ples upon this subject should have overlooked the || 
State of Virginia, while all the other States have 
been provided for? I say, Mr. Chairman, it is 
unfair. Jtis utterly unjust that any State should 
be overlooked from the simple fact that her dele- | 
gation 18 restrained by honest convictions from 
asking for appropriations of this sort. Those 
who do not entertain constitutional objections || 
should take care in all bills of this sort to see that 
equal justice be done to every section of the 
Union. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
gentieman to allow me to explain the matter. 

Mr. MEADE. I cannot give way at present. 
Ll said | had conferred with the honorable chair- | 
man of the Committee on Commerce. He gave 
me for a reason of the omission that no estimates 
or petitions had been submitted to his committee 
for the State of Virginia. It only shows that the 
Department which submitted the estimates have 
overlooked the State of Virginia entirely. 

Now, sir, the delegation from Virginia have 
the same reasons for not appearing. before the || 
committee that restrain them from voting for such 
appropriations in the House. But if it be the pol- 
icy of Congress to improve the rivers and harbors 
of the country, is it not incumbent upon those 
who are in favor of them, and who have no con- 
stitutional scruples in the way, so far to respect 
ihe honest opinions of Virginia as to see that she 
shall not suffer by the integrity and fidelity of her || 
Representatives in strictly adhering to the great 
doctrines inculcated by their forefathers, and reit- 
erated time after time by their children ? 

Look to the map of Virginia, and see if there 
is a State in this Union penetrated by more noble 
rivers than that State is. Is there a State in this 
Union presenting to the operations of commerce 
so inviting a field as her bays and rivers? Not 
one. If 1 be the purpose of Congress to look to 
interests of this sort, | appeal to ts justice, I ap- 
peal to its sense of equity, that the State of Vir- 
ginia shall not be put under the ban simply because | 
she entertains an honest belief that Congress has | 
no authority under the Constitution to make such || 
appropriations. Sir, it is the bounden duty, in || 
my opinion, of those who have the charge of pre- 
paring these bills, to provide for the interests of 
that State as well as for those of other States of the 
Union. Why, sir, | find more than a dozen ap- 


| 


embracing every poruon of it. The interest of 
almost every State except Virginia is carefully 
provided for. 

To those from the interior of the country who | 
may be disposed to favor the improvement of || 
rivers, and who have no constitutional objections 


1 beg to say that in the State of Virginia, the 
noble James river, which bears the commerce of 
three most important cities, presents, at this time, | 
an obstacle to the general commerce of the country 
equal to that of any river in the United States. | 
But for Harrison’s Bar, which lies about sixteen 
miles below the junction of the Appomattox and | 
James rivers, ships of the largest burden would 
float safely up to the wharves at City Point and 
discharge their cargoes without hindranee. They 
can now only reach that point by putting. half 
their cargo on board of lighters which, at great | 
expense, are sent down to Harrison’s Bar for that 
——— This bar is about sixty-five miles from 

ichmond, and some twenty-five or thirty from | 
Petersburg. But, Mr. Chairman, we have not | 
been urging upon Congress the appropriation of | 
$50,000 for the removal of that bar.. We have | 
not brought to the attention of the nation thegreat | 
interests involved in the navigation of the James | 
We have not brought the claims of that | 
river and its heavy commerce to the attention of 1 
Congress, for the reason that 1 have just named: | 
our convictions in regard to the powers of Con- 
gress over the subject. 

Is it not incumbent, then, upon. those who en- | 
tertain no such scruples, to see that the interests | 
of every section of the country be provided for. | 


| 
| 


| It is adding insult to injury, to tell us wedo this | 


to punish you. To punish what? To punish | 
honesty of purpose? To punish constitutional | 
convictions? Is it because the term ‘ Virginia | 
abstraction’’ has become odious in this House, | 
that this policyis pursued? Let meremind those 
gentlemen that we value those abstractions as the 











dictates of a sacred duty. Let them consider the 
source from which such opinionscome. Let them 
consider that it is by virtue of the veneration and 
respect which we have been ever in the habit of 


| observing towards the great charter of our rights. 


Let them consider, at least, that they proceed from 


| an honest purpose, and that we are governed in 
' this matter by a principle—a principle that leads 


us to these resulis; and that however erroneous 
they may be deemed by others, they are as much 
bound to respect them as one denomination of 
Christians are bound to respect the conscientious 


| opinions and belief of another. If both sincerely 


believe in their religion, it becomes neither to tell 


| the other they are wrong, and should be punished. 


Should Virginia be excommunicated because she 
adheres to her faith—because she refuses to be 
purchased? I protest against such a system of 
legislation. I say to the committee, that by pur- 


| suing a policy of this sort, instead of promoting 


and fostering a feeling of love for the Confeder- 


_acy, it is calculated to create heartburnings and 
| discontent, and to convert the Congress of the 


United States into an inquisition and engine of 
torture, to force the consciences of men. 
Mr. Chairman, while I shall vote against this 


| bill, in consequence of many appropriations in it 


which I cannot approve, and which | believe to 
be unconstitutional, yet if such a bill is to pass, it 
is my duty to urge upon this House, and upon 
those who can conscientiously vote for such a bill, 
to do justice to all. 

Mr. STANJ.Y. Will my friend allow me to 


|say a word? In the subsutute | have offered, 
there is an appropriation for the very thing to 
| which the gentleman has referred. 


Mr. MEADE. I am very well aware of that; 
but | should prefer this bill with the omission of 
my State, to the bill offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Stan.y,] for the sim- 
ple reason, that it does less violence to the Con- 
stitution. That bill is much more local and par- 
cular in its provisions. I would prefer this bill 


as the lesser evil, although the greater evil would 


otter a local benefit. [shall not be controlled in 
my choice between the bill before the House and 
that proposed by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, by the fact that there is in that bill some 
$40,000 or $50,000 offered as a reward for the vote 
of Virginia. No, sir; I prefer this bill which con- 


| tains an ee of about $1,500,000, to the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, which I believe appropriates upwards 
of $3,000,000. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. {[Mr. Meape] demand from me, on behalf 


| of the committee, a few words of explanation in ref- 
|| to appropriations by Congress for such purposes, || 


erence to the course which we have pursued. The 


| Committee on Commerce found, when they looked 


at this subject for the first time, that no estimates 
had been madefor any appropriation that fell within 
the State of Virginia. They found that no petitions 
had been presented from that State for any appro- 
priation, or even for a survey upon which future 
appropriations could be based. No member of 
this House from the State of Virginia ever pre- 
sented to that committee any objects for their con- 
sideration; and | would ask the members of this 
committee whether they deem it proper for any 
commitiee of this House, and more especially a 
committee constituted, as we were, in reference to 
the distribution of the patronage of the Govern- 
ment, if | may so calli it, upon works of this char- 
acter, to have sought cases, in the different States, 
for the purpose of Jocating our appropriations? 
Had we done so, we should have departed ee 
from that spirit and principleof practice by whic 
we have been actuated in the formation of this bill 
from the beginning to the end of it. At the same 
time, sir, it did not escape our observation, and 
it was a matter of remark and consideration in the 
committee, that the great State of Virginia, with 
all her commercial interests, did not appear in this 
bill. But they said that a sense of delicacy and 
ropriety, in. reference to’ the construction of a 
bil of this character, certainly ought to have, and 
did have, the effect to withhold any member of 
that committee from calling upon any gentleman 
from the State of Virginia to solicit a case, where 
we might a np rs in that State. 
Mr. HOU. es The gentle- 
man seems to place the fact that there is no ap. 
propriation in that bill for the State of Virginia 
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upon the ground that members of that State did 
not call upon the committee and petition for any- 
thing of that kind. While | do not think that is || 
a ground that ought to be considered, yet I wish | 
to ask the gentleman if that was the rule which 

influenced him in not inserting some provision, and || 
making some appropriation for the Tennessee 

river? He was called upon, | know, upon that 

subject. I find nothing in the bill for that im- | 
portant watercourse. 

Mr. MEADE. I did not yield the floor for the | 
introduction of any new matter. I yielded tothe 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Sermovr] for 
the purpose of allowing him to make an explana- 
tion of the course pursued by the committee in 
regard to my own State. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,} since he has 
alluded to the position of Virginia, and to the 
opinions entertained by her in regard to works of 
this character, and of the constitutional right of 
Congress to make appropriations therefor, that no 
considerations of that kind operated upon the 
committee in this matter. We respect the State 
of Virginia; we respect her statesmen; we respect 
her interests; and we were most happy to find, 
upon investigations which we instituted upon this 
subject, that the first appropriation that was made 
for the constraction of piers upon the Delaware 
river, for the protection of the commerce of this 
country in that quarter, was sanctioned by that 
distinguished citizen, Thomas Jefferson, from 
Virginia—the very first appropriation, as early as 
1805, of $5,000 and upwards, for the purpose of 
commencing upon these waters works for the 
protection of commerce! 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to know if the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymovr] is to be 
understood as asserting that Mr. Jefferson ad- 
mitted that Congress possessed this power of 
making appropriations for rivers? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I mean to say this, that Mr. 
Jefferson approved of that bill, and { believe he 
approve’ uf one or two others, the effect of which 
was to protect our commerce in the harbors and 
upon the rivers of the country. 1 know very well 
the doctrine he proclaimed in his messages. | 
know that he announced himself as opposed to 
the system of internal improvements; but I know 
at the same time that he did approve of that bill, 
and I believe Gne or two others, which he based 
upon no other power than that expressed in the 
Constitution—a power for building piers for the 
purpose of making navigation easy and safe. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to read his own language upon this subject? | 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Yes, sir; but I concede all | 
that. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Jefferson, in the second 
session of the ninth Congress, speaking of the 
continuance of imposts, and of ‘the probable sur- | 
plus revenue, after the extinguishment’ of. the | 
public debt, uses this language: 

© Their patriotism certainly would ptefer its continuance | 
and application to the great purposes of the public educa- 
tion, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects of public 
improvement as it may be thought proper to add to the can- 
stitutional enumeration.of Federal powers.”’ 

And in the same connection, he adds: 


*¢T suppose an amendment of the Constitution, by con- | 
sent of the States, necessary, because the objects now rec- 
ommended aré not among those enumerated in the Con- 


stitution, and to which it permits the public revenés to be 


applied.’? 
Mr. SEYMOUR. 


views which hey 
this subject, and that they were opposed to a'gen- 
eral systém of interrial imptovément; but at the 
same time those distinguished men, during ‘their 
administrations, did not hesitate’ to “approve of 
works which had for their object the protection of 
the commerce of thé country upon our Jakés and 
in our harbors. / 

Mr. Monroe went to a gréater extent in this 
matter than the two Presidents that préceded him. 
That much ig due to the history of those times. 

I wish to say & word further in régatd t6 ‘the 
remarks of the geritleman. from Virginid, ‘[MyF. 
Mrapt,] whom I was proceeding to answer when 
his colléague [Mr. "Mytison] interrupted me.* Ffe 
alluded to appropriations contained in this bill for 
“works in the State of New York. There dre a 





! 
I ‘will add to what I said in || 
reference to the views of Mr. Jefferson, that’ MY. || 
Adams anil Mr.’ Monroe algo’ coincided in the | 
ut forth in their messages upon | 
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as there are also to other States that have 
commercial interests, and which are bordere 
large navigable waters. 

The proper idea, I think, to be entertained upon 
this subject, is not that every State in the Union 
should be entitled to an appropriation for the pro- 
tection and preservation of its commerce, but that 
wherever a national object can be found, wherever 
it may be, whether in the State of New York, or 


reat 
by 


|| in the State of Virginia, or in any other State, 


there let us meet it with the constitutional power, 


| and let us exercise it in the protection of our com- 


merce; and inasmuch as no question was brought 


| before us in relation to the State which the hon- 


orable gentleman [Mr. Meapet) represents, and 
which he has so ably vindicated here, we dil not 
enter into that inquiry in reference to that State 
Indeed, we had no basis for our action. 

No report was presented to us and no estimates 
in reference to the Tennessee river, to which the 
gentleman from Alabama {Mr. Houston] has 
alluded. The honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Cuurcnwe tt] did, however, bring before 
us, from the War Department and Topographical 
Bureau, the case of the Tennessee river, and re- 
ferred us to previous reports upon the subject. It 
underwent a very patient and long investigation in 


|| the committee, but the committee were not in favor 
| of inserting it in this bill. 


Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MEADE. I propose to finish what I have 
to say, and then will leave the floor to the gentle- 
man. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. 


Will the gentleman 


I merely wish to ask 


| if C understand the honorable gentleman from New 


York, (Mr. Seymour,} the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to say, that the reason why 
the Tennessee river was not provided for in the 
| bill as reported, was, that no one appeared before 
that committee in behalf of that interest ? 
Mr. SEYMOUR. [I am obliged to the gentle- 
| man from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcuwett] for the 
opportunity to correct a mistake, committed by 
me in reference to that matter. In one meeting 
we did institute that investigation upon the data 
| before us, which were surveys made some years 
previous, and the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
CHuurRcuWELL,] apprehending that such data were 
imperfect, and understanding the conclusion to 
which we had arrived, very creditably to himself, 
'and for the benefit of his constituents, procured 
from the War Department a new estimate upon 
| that subject, which, I will do him the justice to 
shy, was hot received by the committee until they 
had come to their conclusion upon the subject. 

Mr.CHURCHWELL. I desire to ask the hon- 
orable chairman this question: Did not the commit- 
| tee, wher Pappeared before them with Long’s re- 

port on that river, and the estimates of the cost of 
the improvement of its navigation, as made out by 
the Topographical’ Bureat’ and submitted to the 
Secretary of War, give me, as a reason why an 
appropriation for the ‘Tennessee river was not in- 
| cluded in the bill, that they had perfected their bill, 
| and that it was already as large as would proba- 
bly pass? 
Mr. SEYMOUR. 
| did or not. 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Havitg the highest opinion of 
my worthy friend, the chairman’ of the Committee 
on Commerce, (Mr, Stysour,} both as to his in- 
telligence ang integrity, 1am inclined to’ receive 
almést any apology he may offer for his neglect of 
Virginia in reporting this bill. 

The chairman of thé Committee on Commerce 
says it was not his business to invite applications 
of this sort. ‘Well, that may be true, and I'ton- 
ceive he may not have regarded that’s a part of 
his’ duty? ‘yet, had F heen a member of that com- 
mittee, it seems to mé’that f should have tuken a 
different view of its obligations. 1 should, with- 


I do not know whether they 


into the wants of the wale Union. 


that the chairman of ‘thet committee, no doubt, in 
investigating this 


that bill Virginia was not wholly neglected as 
| in this. 


Why js it that the smalf amount con- 


‘tained in that bil? should not have struck the atten- | 


tion of the Committee on Corimerce, if they read 


propriations, large in amount, made'to that State, || thé bill at all, which Tpresime they did? If there 


E. 


_———- 


. this House remember that the river to which I 


out any special application, have thrown my eye || 
over the whole extent ‘ef country, and examined | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 ‘would simply remark, 


tion, had before him the ap- | 
Yh ge fricinded in the bill “sf the last session. | 
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was not a disposition to overlook the interest of 
my State, how is it that estimates were presented 
from the executive officers of the Government, 
without including estimates for the State of Vir- 
ginia also? That was an omission upon the part 
of those officers which | cannot charge upon the 
committee or its chairman. Let the members of 
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have called their attention, is the largest river in 
the State of Virgizia, upon which are situated 
three of its most rmportani iowns. The obsiruc- 
tions in It are serious impediments te commerce, 
and can be easily removed by an adequate appro- 
priation. James river affords the means of trans- 
porting to the markete of the world almost the 
entire tobaces crop of theStateof Virginia, amount- 
ing to fifty thousand hogsheads. The worth of 
that tobaceo is from three to five millions of del- 
lars annually, according to its price. 

In addition to that, sir, the other great ataple 
of Virginia, wheat, goes down that river in con- 
siderable quantities. There cannot be less than 
from three to five hundred thousand barrels of 
floar transported to the markets of the world 
through that outlet. These copstitute the most 
important articles of our commerce. The whole 
amount of commerce going down the James river 
cannot, in my opinion, fall short annually of from 
$5,000,000 to $6,000,000. 

We all know that there must be a return trade 
of equal amount coming up the river, making a 
grand total of some $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, whilst | am making thie speech 
in behalf of the State | in part represent, I do not 
wish by what | say to impress upon the commit 
tee the importance of passing a bill of this char- 
acter. No, sir! I believe that every internal im- 
provement ought to be constructed by the individ- 
uals directly interested in it. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
throueh Asscray Dicks, Esq., ita Secretary, 
notifying the House of the passage by that body 
of the jomt resolution of the House, fixing the 
day of final adjournment, with an amendment, 
and sundry bills, and requesting the concurrence 
of the House therein. } 

There is another very large river washing the 
shores of Virginia, the Roanoke, in which North 
Carolina is also interested, dawn which immense 
amounts of produce annually go. There are 
many impediments in that river, which might be 
removed by an appropriation of this sort. And 
in this connection, Mr. Chairman, jet me bring 
to the attention of this committee a most import- 
ant fact: that of the appropriations for intérnal 
improvements, made since the establishment of 
the Government, amounting in all from $19,000,000 
to $15,000,000, but $25,000 has ever been voted 
to the State of Virginia, and that was for the con- 
struction of # canal from the city of Norfolk to 
the Dismal Swamp. I believe that is the extent 
of appropriations which ever have been made to 
the State of Virginia, notwithstanding the multi 
tade ard the extent of her wants upon that sub- 
ject. Itis, however, an evidence of her fidelity 
to these principles which she has ever maintained 
in relation to the power of the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia what would be the probable coat of 
the removal of the bar in the James river? 

Mr. MEADE. 1 will dnswer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania simply by telling him that there 
have been estimates made, but f do not now rec- 
ollect the precise amount. [ presume $50,000 
would at least be sufficient to reraove that bar: | 
am not, however, certain as to that, 

Mr. ALLASON. Do I understand the gentle- 
man te argue that such an amendment would be 
proper to this bill? 

Mr. MEADE. .1 say such an amendment 

|| would be highly proper if the bil] be passed at all 

Mr. ALLISON. If the gentleman will offer 

such an amendment, I, for one, will cast my vote 
in its favor. otified 
Mr. MEADE. Thegentleman will hered, 
—nan amendment to that effect wil! question. The 
Mr. STUART. 1 witl:t@ie of the Committee 
gentleman has been co rting something favore- 
| on Commerce for NE Tam not armember of thet 
|| bleto Virginia a5 not propose to take it in charge, 
| Commisald ask him whether he does not know 
that that committee, as well as all others, can 
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For th. improvement of the harbor at Newark, New Jer- 
sey, embracing the Bay of Newark, and the Kills, west- 
ward of the mouth of the bay, $15,°00. 

Por the improvement of the harbor at Tort Penn, Dela- 
wore, vinbrecing the Reedy Island Shelter, $25 000 

For the completing of the removal of the sand shoal in 
Pamlico river, beiow Washington, North Carolina, $5,000. 

For the coutinuation of the Delaware breakwater, $50,000. 

For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at 
Baltimore city, below the Port Warden’s line, and the Pa 
tupece fiver, trom the said Port Warden’s line to the mouth 
of eaid river, 820,000, 

For the repair and preservation of the harbors on the coast 
of the Atlantic ocean, ¥20,0 0. 

For the removal of ob-tructions to the navigation of the 
Hudson river, abeve and below Albany, $75,0.0. 

For the removal of the obstructions to the navigation of 
the St. Clair river, connecting the upper and tower lakes, 
$40 G00. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, #80,0100. 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river below the 
ranid«, the Ohio river below the falls at Lonievile, and the 
Miasvuri and Arkansas rivers, $240,000 ; und forthe Minois 
and Tennessee rivers, @50,000 each. 

For the improvement of Red River, $80,000. 

For the repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland 
Island, in the Ottio river, $50,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Stanford, Connec- 
Ucut, 85, 00. 

For the improvement of the Hog Island chanvel, in the 
harbor at Chariestuu, South Carvlina, $25,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Manitouwoc, in the 
Btate of Wieconsin, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, in the 
Staie of Wisconsin, 210,000. 

For the improvement of the upper and lower rapids of the 
Missiesippi river, $5,000. 

For the imprevement of the Hurlgate channel, in New 
York hb wbor, 430,00), 

For the removal of rocks obstructing the navigation of 
Cobh-cock Bay, near Falls Island, below the Port of Petm- 
broke, on the coast of Maine, $5, 00. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Sag 
inaw river, tn Saginaw Bay, on Lake Huron, $10,000 

For the improvement of the Bayou La Fourche, in Lou- 
isintnia, %25,000, 

For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at 
the mouth of Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, in the State 
of Michigan, #10,000, 





For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, in the | 


State of New York, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 

For the iniprove went of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
river, in the State of Michigan, $10,000. 

For a survey of the harbor at Beaufort, North Carolina, 


with an estimate of the cost and advantages to said harbor, | 


of co mmecting the river Neuse therewith, 32,5 0. 

For the survey of the Mississippi river above the Falls of 
Et. Anthony, for the purpose of ascertaining what improve- 
inents (and the expense thereof) can be made in the navi- 
gation ut Sauke and Pike rapids, $5,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Mobile, $50,000. 

For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chus<etts, $1,500. 


For the tmproyement and further survey of the harbor at 


Richmond city, Virginia, and the James river from said har 
bor to the mouth of said river, and from the junction of said 
river with the Appomattox river, to the city of Petersburg, 
$20 000. 

For the construction of anag and dredge boats, and dis 
charging-scows, for the removal of obstructions in the har- 
bors on the coast of Texas, $50,000. 

For the removal of Middle Rock, designated on the chart 


as ‘* Rocky Buoy,’ in the harbor of New Haven, Connec- | 


ticut, 96,00), or for the erection of a beacon thereon, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, 


For removing the raft in the Colorado river, Texas, | 


$20,000. 

Forre:noving the obstructions in the Rio Grande river, 
Texas, 325,700. 

For the Improvement of the harbor of Port Jefferson, 
New York, 35,000. 

For reopening a communication between Albemarle 
Sound, North Carolina, and the Atlantic ocean, $100,000. 


Fora sea-wall onthe great Brewster, in the harbor of 


Boston, Maseachneetts, $15,000. 

For the construction of snag-boates, dredge-hoats, and 
dischargiriy scows, to be used on the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Missouri, Arkansas, and oiuer western waters, $100,000. 

Fora breakwater at Richmond Istand, in Portland har- 
bor, $10,000. 


Mr. MEADE. [If 1 understood the gentleman 


from North Carolina, |Mr. Sranty,]—for [ heard | 


him but very impertfectly,—he now proposes to 
offer, as an amendment, the bill passed by the 
House during the last session of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, [I do not intend to makea speech 
upon this question. 


preiiminary questions in connection with this bill, 


that it ie the determination of this House to pass | 


this bill in some shape or other. ! wish to bring 
to the attention of the committee the fact, that 


while nearly every State in the Union has been | 
proves for in this bill tosome extent, that which i} 


have the honor to represent in. part is not men- 


tioned. Every other State has some appropria- || 
rmitted || 
to sy) the great State of Virginia. I have con- || 
fe with the chairman of the Committee on | 


tion except (! may without egotism be 


SS 
it was that those who have no constitutional scru- 
ples upon this subject should have overlooked the 
State of Virginia, while all the other States have || consider that it is by virtue of the veneration and 
been provided for? 
unfair. 
be overlooked from the siraple fact that her dele- | Let them consider, at least, that they proceed from 


gation is restrained by honest convictions from || an honest purpose, and that we are governed in 
asking for appropriauons of this sort. 


I only wish to submit a very | 
few remarks to the committee upon the subject. | 
1 see from the votes that have been taken upon 
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i say, Mr. Chairman, it is 
itis utterly unjust that any State should 


Those 
who do not entertain constitutional objections 


should take care in all bills of this sort to see that 
equal justice be done to every section of the | bound to respect them as one denomination of 
' 


Union. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 


gentleman to allow me to explain the matter. 


Mr. MEADE. I cannot give way at present. 
L said [ had conferred with the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce. He gave 
me for a reason of the omission that no estimates 


or petitions had been submitted to his committee || legislation. 


for the State of Virginia. It only shows that the 
Department which submitted the estimates have 
overlooked the State of Virginia entirely. 

Now, sir, the delegation from Virginia have 
the same reasons for not appearing. before the 
committee that restrain them from voting for such 
appropriations in the House. But if it be the pol- 
icy of Congress to improve the rivers and harbors 
of the country, is it not incumbent upon those 


who are in favor of them,and who have no con- | 


stitutional scruples in the way, so far to respect 
the honest opinions of Virginia as to see that she 
shall not suffer by the integrity and fidelity of her 
Representatives in strictly adhering to the great 
doctrines inculcated by their forefathers, and reit- 
erated time after time by their children ? 

Look to the map of Virginia, and see if there 
is a State in this Union penetrated by more noble 
rivers than that State is. Is there a State in this 


| Union presenting to the operations of commerce 


Not 


so inviting a field as her bays and rivers? 
If 1 be the purpose of Congress to look to 


one. 


_ interests of this sort, 1 appeal to ts justice, I ap- 
peal to its sense of equity, that the State of Vir- 
ginia shall not be put under the ban simply because 
she entertains an honest belief that Congress has 


no authority under the Constitution to make such 
appropriations. Sir, it is the bounden duty, in 


my opinion, of those who have the charge of pre- 
paring these bills, to provide for the interests of 
that State as well as for those of other States of the 


Union. Why, sir, | find more than a dozen ap- 


propriations for the great State of New York, 
The interest of 


embracing every portion of it. 
almost every State except Virginia is carefully 
provided for. 


To those from the interior of the country who || 
may be disposed to favor the: improvement of || 
rivers, and who have no constitutional objections 

| to appropriations by Congress for such purposes, 
1 beg to say that in the State of Virginia, the 
noble James river, which bears the commerce of 
three most important cities, presents, at this time, | 


an obstacle to the general commerce of the country 


equal to that of any river in the United States. | 


But for Harrison’s Bar, which lies about sixteen 
miles below the junction of the Appomattox and 
James rivers, ships of the largest burden would 
float safely up to the wharves at City Point and 
discharge their cargoes without hindranee. They 


can now only reach that point by putting: half 


their cargo on board of lighters which, at great 











dictates of a sacred duty. Let them consider the 
source from which suchopinionscome. Let them 


| respect which we have been ever in the habit of 
| observing towards the great charter of our rights. 


| this matter by a principle—a principle that leads 
| us to these resulis; and that however erroneous 
| they may be deemed by others, they are as much 
Christians are bound to respect the conscientious 
| opinions and belief of another. If both sincerely 
| believe in their religion, it becomes neither to tell 
| the other they are wrong, and should be punished. 
| Should Virginia be excommunicated because she 
adheres to her faith—because she refuses to be 
| purchased? I protest against such a system of 
I say to the committee, that by pur- 
suing a policy of this sort, instead of promoting 
and fostering a feeling of love for the Confeder- 
acy, it is calculated to create heartburnings and 
discontent, and to convert the Congress of the 
United States into an inquisition and engine of 
| torture, to force the consciences of men. 
| Mr. Chairman, while I shall vote against this 
bill, in consequence of. many appropriations in it 
which I cannot approve, and which I believe to 
be unconstitutional, yet if such a bill is to pass, it 
is my duty to urge upon this House, and upon 
| those who can conscientiously vote for such a bill, 
| to do justice to all. 
| Mr. STANJ.Y. Will my friend allow me to 
say a word? In the subsutute I have offered, 
‘there is an appropriation for the very thing to 
which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. MEADE. Iam very well aware of that; 
but I should prefer this bill with the omission of 
| my State, to the bill offered by the gentleman 
| from North Carolina, (Mr. Sran.y,] for the sim- 
ple reason, that it does less violence to the Con- 
stitution. That bill is much more local and par- 
| ucular in its provisions. I would prefer this bill 
as the lesser evil, although the greater evil would 
offer a local benefit. [shall not be controlled in 
my choice between the bill before the House and 
that proposed by the gentleman from North Car- 
| olina, by the fact that there is in that bill some 
| $40,000 or $50,000 offered as a reward for the vote 
of Virginia. No, sir; 1 prefer this bill which con- 
tains an appropriation of about $1,500,000, to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, which | believe appropriates upwards 
of $3,000,000. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. [Mr. Meape] demand from me, on behalf 
of the committee, a few words of explanation in ref- 
| erence tothe course which we have pursued. The 
Committee on Commerce found, when they looked 
at this subject for the first time, that no estimates 
had been made for any appropriation that fell within 
the State of Virginia. They found that no petitions 
|| had been presented from that State for any appro- 
|| priation, or even for a survey upon which future 
| appropriations could be based. No member of 
this. House from the State of Virginia ever pre- 
sented to that committee any objects for their con- 
sideration; and | would ask the members of this 
committee whether they deem it proper for any 
commitiee of this House, and more especially a 


‘ 





expense, are sent down to Harrison’s Bar for that || committee constituted, as we were,in reference to 


purpose. This bar is about sixty-five miles from 
Richmond, and some twenty-five or thirty from 


Petersburg. But, Mr. Chairman, we have not 
been urging upon Congress the appropriation of 


$50,000 for the removal of that bar.. We have 
not brought to the attention of the nation the great 


interests involved in the navigation of the James | 


river. Wehave not brought the claims of that 


the distribution of the patronage of the Govern- 
‘| ment, if | may so call it, upon works of this char- 
1 acter, to have sought cases, in the different States, 
|| for the purpose of Jocating our appropriations? 
| Had wedoneso, we should have departed entirel 
|| from that spirit and principle of practice by whink 
we have been actuated in the formation of this bill 
|| from the beginning to the end of it. At the same 


river and its heavy commerce to the attention of | time, sir, it did not escape our observation, and 


Congress, for the reason that I have just named: 
our convictions in regard to the: powers of Con- 
gress over the subject. 


Is it not incumbent, then, upon. those who en- | 
tertain no such scruples, to see that the interests | 


‘| it was a matter of remark and consideration in the 

committee, that the great State of Virginia, with 
|| all her commercial interests, did not appear in this 
bill. But they said that a sense of delicacy and 
propriety, in reference to the construction of a 


of every section of the country be provided for. || bill of this character, certainly ought to have, and 
It is adding insult to injury, to tell us we do this || did have, the effect to withhold: any member of 


to punish you. To punish what? To punish 
honesty of purpose? To punish constitutional 
convictions? Is it because the term ‘“ Virginia 





‘| that committee from ealling upon any gentleman 
|| from the State of Virginia to solicit a case, where 
|| we might a money in that State. 
abstraction’’ has become odious in this House, | 

that this policy is pursued? Let meremind those || man seems to place the fact that 
Commerce, [Mr. Sermour,] and asked him why || gentlemen that we value those abstractions as the | 


Mr. HO » (interrupting. The gentle- 
is no ap. 


propriation in that bill for the State of Virginia 
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upon the ground that members of that State did } 
not call upon the committee and petition for any- | 
thing of that kind. While I do not think’ that is || 
a ground that ought to be considered, yet [ wish | 
to ask the gentleman if that was the rule which | 
influenced him in not inserting some provision, and || 
making some appropriation for the Tennessee || 
river? He was called upon, | know, upon that 

subject. I find nothing in the bill for that im- 

portant watercourse. 

Mr. MEADE. I did not yield the floor for the 
introduction of any new matter. I yielded tothe 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Seymovr] for 
the purpose of allowing him to make an explana- 
tion of the course pursued by the committee in 
regard to my own State. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,} since he has 
alluded to the position of Virginia, and to the 
opinions entertained by her in regard to works of 
this character, and of the constitutional right of 
Congress to make appropriations therefor, that no 
considerations of that kind operated upon the 
committee in this matter. We respect the State 
of Virginia; we respect her statesmen; we respect 
her interests; and we were most happy to find, 
upon investigations which we instituted upon this 
subject, that the first appropriation that was made | 
for the constraction of piers upon the Delaware 
river, for the protection of the commerce of this 
country in that quarter, was sanctioned by that 
distinguished citizen, Thomas Jefferson, from | 
Virginia—the very first appropriation, as early as 
1805, of $5,000 and upwards, for the purpose of | 
commencing upon these waters works for the 
protection of commerce. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 wish to know if the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymovr] is to be 
understood as asserting that Mr. Jefferson ad- 
mitted that Congress possessed this power of 
making appropriations for rivers? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I mean to say this, that Mr. 
Jefferson approved of that bill, and { believe he 
approved uf one or two others, the effect of which 
was to protect our commerce in the harbors and 
upon the rivers of the country. I know very well 
the doctrine he proclaimed in his messages. | | 
know that he announced himself as opposed to 
the system of internal improvements; but I know 
at the same time that he did approve of that bill, | 
and I believe Gne or two others, which he based | 
upon no other power than that expressed in the 
Constitution—a power for building piers for the | 
purpose of making navigation easy and safe. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman allow | 
me to redd his own language upon this subject? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Yes, sir; but I concede all 
that. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Jefferson, in the second 
session of the ninth Congress, speaking of the 
continuance of imposts, and of the probable sur- 
plus revenue, after the extinguishment’ of the 
public debt, uses this language: 

Their patriotisin certainly would prefer its continuance 
and application to the great purposes of the public educa 
tion, roads, rivers, eanals, and such other objects of public 
improvement as ii may be thought proper to add to the con- 
stitutional enumeration,of Federal powers.’’ j 

And in the same connection, he adds; 


‘¢T suppose an amcndment of the Constitution, by con- 
sent of the States, necessary, because the objects now rec- 
ommended are not among those enumerated in the Con- 
stitution, and to which it permits the public revenues to be 
applied.?’? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. T will add to what I said in 
reference to the views of Mr. Jefferson, that Mr. | 
Adams and Mr. Monroe algo coincided ‘in the 
views which re? A bes forth in their méssages upon || 
this subject, and that they were opposed to a gen- | 
eral system of internal improvement; but at the | 
same time those distinguished men, dtiting ‘their || 











administrations, did not hesitate’ to approve of | 
works which had for their object the protection of | different view of its obligations. 1 should, with- | 


the commerce of thé country upon our Jakés and | 
in our harbors. 

Mr. Monroe went to a greater extent in this 
matter than the two Presidents that preceded him. 
That much is due to the history of those times. 

I wish to say a word further in régard to ‘the 
remarks of the gentléman, from Virginia, [MF. | 
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as there are also to other States that have great 
commercial interests, and which are bordered by 
large navigable waters. 

The proper idea, I think, to be entertained upon 
this subject, is not that every State in the Union 
should be entitled to an appropriation for the pro- 
tection and preservation of its commerce, but that 


| wherever a national object can be found, wherever 


it may be, whether in the State of New York, or 
in the State of Virginia, or in any other State, 
there let us meet it with the constitutional power, 
and let us exercise it in the protection of our com- 
merce; and inasmuch as no question was brought 
before us in relation to the State which the hon- 
orable gentleman [Mr. Meape) represents, and 
which he has so ably vindicated here, we did not 
enter into that inquiry in reference to that State 
Indeed, we had no basis for our action. 

No report was presented to us and no estimates 
in reference to the Tennessee river, to which the 
gentieman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] has 
alluded. The honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Cuurcnwe ct] did, however, bring before 
us, from the War Department and Topographical 
Bureau, the case of the Tennessee river, and re- 
ferred us to previous reports upen the subject. It 


| underwent a very patient and long investigation in 


the committee, but the committee were not in favor 
of inserting it in this bill. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Will the gentleman 
yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MEADE. I propose to finish what I have 
to say, and then will leave the floor to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. I merely wish to ask 


| if € understand the honorable gentleman from New 


York, (Mr. Seymour,} the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commeree, to say, that the reason why 
the Tennessee river was not provided for in the 


| bill as reported, was, that no one appeared before 


that committee in behalf of that interest ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. [I am obliged to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcuwe tt] for the 
opportunity to correct a mistake, committed by 
me in reference to that matter. In one meeting 
we did institute that investigation upon the data 
before us, which were surveys made some years 
previous, and the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
CnurcuWwett,] apprehending that such data were 
imperfect, and understanding the conclusion to 
which we had arrived, very creditably to himself, 


‘and for the benefit of his constituents, proctrred 


from the War Department a new estimate upon 
that subject, which, I will do him the justice te 
shy, was hot received by the committee until they 
had come to their conclusion upon the subject. 
Mr.CHURCHWELL. I desire to ask the hon- 


_orable chairman this question: Did not the commit- 


tee, when Tappeared before them with Long’s re- 
port on that river, and the estimates of the cost of 
the improvement of its navigation, as made out by 
the Topographical’ Bureatt and submitted to the 
Secretary of War, give me, as a reasun why an 
appropriation for the ‘Tennessee river was not in- 
cluded in the bill, that they had perfected their bill, 


and that it was already as large as would proba- | 


bly pass? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I donot know whether they 
did or not. 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Havitg the highest opinion of 


| my worthy friend, the chairman of the Committee 


on Commerce, (Mr, SerMovr,]} both as to his in- 
telligence ang integrity, I am inclined to’ receive 
almést any apology he may offer for his neglect of 
Virginia in reporting this bill. 

The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
says it was not his business to invite applications 
of this sort. ' Well, thet may be true, and I’con- 


|| ceive he may not have regarded that as a part of 


his duty? ‘yet, had I been a member of that com- 
mittee, it seems to mé that I should have taken o 


out any special application, have thrown my eye 
over the whole extent of country, and examined 
into the wants of the whole Union. 


investigating this 
ropriations included in the bill of the last session. 


Mead,] whom I was proceeding to answer when ||'In that bill Virginia was not wholly neglected as 


his colleazue [Mr. Mitusow] interrupted me. He || in this. Why Ss it that the smalf amount’ eon- 


alluded to appropriations contained ini ‘thi bill for 
“works in the State of New York. There are ep 
propriations, large in amount, made'to that State, 





| tained in that dil? should not have'struck the atten- 
tion of the Committée on Commerce, if they read 
the bill at all, which I'presume they did? If there 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I ‘would simply remark, | 
that the chairman of that committee, no doubt, in | 
tion, had before him the ap- | 


1877 
was not a disposition to overlook the interest of 
my State, how is it that estimates were presented 
from the executive officers of the Government, 
without including estimatea for the State of Vir- 
ginia also?) That was an omission upon the part 
of those officers which | cannot charge upon the 
committee or its chairman. Let the membere of 
this House remember that the river to which I 
have called their attention, is the largest river in 
the State of Virginia, upon which are situated 
three of its most important towns. The obstrac- 
tions in it are serious impediments to commerce, 
and can be easily removed by an adequate appro- 
priation. James river affords the means of trans- 
porting to the markets of the world almeast the 
entire tobacco crop of theStateof Virginia, amount 
ing to fifty thousand hogsheads. The worth of 
that tobacco is from three to five millions of del- 
lars annually, according to its price 

In addition to that, sir, the other great ataple 
of Virginia, wheat, goes down that river in con- 
siderable quantities There cannot he lees than 
from three to five hundred thousand barrels of 
floar transported to the markets of the world 
through that outlet. These coastitute the most 
important articles of our commerce. The whole 
amount of commerce going down the James river 
cannot, in my opinion, fall short annually of from 
$5,000,000 to $6,000,000. 

We all know that there must be a return trade 
of equal amount coming up the river, making a 
grand total of some $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, whilst | am making thie speech 
in behalf of the State | in part represent, I do not 
wish by what | say to impress upon the commit- 
tee the importance of passing a bill of this char- 
acter. No, sir! I believe that every internal im- 
provement ought to be constructed by the individ- 
uals directly interested in it. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
through Asstry Diceiws, Esq., ita Secretary, 
notifying the House of the passage by that body 
of the joint resolution of the House, fixing the 
day of final adjournment, with an amendment, 
and sundry bille, and requesting the concurrence 
of the House therein.) 

There is another very large river washing the 
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| shores of Virginia, the Roanoke, in which North 


Carolina is also interested, dawn which immense 
amounts of produce annually go. There are 
many impediments in that river, which might be 
removed by an appropriation of this sort. And 
in this connection, Mr. Chairman, let me bring 
to the attention of this committee a most import- 
ant fact: that of the appropriations for intérnal 
improvements, made since the establishment of 
the Government, amounting in all from $10,000,000 
to $15,000,000, but $25,000 has ever been voted 
to the State of Virginia, and that was for the con- 
struction of a canal from the city of Norfolk to 
the Dismal Swamp. I believe that is the extent 
of appropriations whieh ever have been made to 
the State of Virginia, notwithstanding the multi- 
tude ard the extent of her wants upon that sub- 
ject. Itis, however, an evidence of her fidelity 
to those principles which she has ever maintained 
in relation to the power of the General Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia what would bé the probable cost of 
the removal of the bar in the James river? 

Mr. MEADE. MI will anewer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania simply by telling hum that there 
have béen estimates made, but I do not now rec 
ollect the precise amount. [ presume 950,000 
would at least be sufficient to remove that bar. ! 
am not, however, certain as to that, 

Mr. ALLASON. Do I understand the gentle 
man to argue that such an amendment would be 
proper to this bill? 

Mr. MEADE. .1 say such an amendment 
would be highly proper if the bil] be passed at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the gentleman will offer 
such an amendment, I, for one, will cast my vote 
in its favor. , 

Mr. MEADE. Thegentleman wil! b fier! 
—an amendment to that effect will be } 

Mr. STUART. | wishtoaska question. The 
|| gentlernan has been complaining of the Committee 
|| on Commerce for not reporting something favora- 
| bleto Virginia. Now, lam not armember of the: 

committee..2md do not propose to take it in charge. 
‘but B eat ask him whether he does not know 
i} thet that committee, as well as all others, can 
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properly only take up such subjects as are re- 
ferred to it? And when he concedes there has not 
been a petition before the committee asking for 


mD.CON 


| his position. 


anything of the kind, with what propriety he can | 


make the objection? 


Mr. MEADE. The same idea was forcibly 


stated by the chairman of the Committee on Com- | 


and there- 
gentieman 


merce, to which I have made allusion, 
fore | say it was unnecessary for the 
from Michigan to have reiterated it, 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the 
another question. I want him to tell 
mittee whether he will vote for this biil 
amendment be incorporated in it? 

Mr. MEADE. ‘That question was also un- 
necessary, and I should characterize it by a 
stronger term but for the respect which | have for 
the gentleman from Michigan. Ihave said, in the 
course of my argument, that no bribe this commit- 
tee could offer would induce me to depart from 
the principles in which I religiously believe, and 


this com- 
should his 


gentleman | 


|| ple of a remote county for that improvement, 


which were taught me from my cradie by my | 


father. Did he admit the supposition in his 
mind at the time he asked me such a quesuon— 
that my vote would be controlled by such an ap- 
propriation? | have repeatedly said, Mr. Chair- 


man, in the course of my argument, and [ had | 
hoped that every member of this committee had | 
heard it, that while justice and equity required a | 


fair appropriation to be made to the exigencies of 


my State, should such a bill pass, yet the delega- || 


tion from Virginia, entertaining my views, would 
vote against the bill. 
control of our conscientious convictions, would 


vote against this bill, it was nevertheless the duty | 


expended, 
Bi t wh le we I det the | 
A 1 , un C 


of every fair man in this committee to make the || 


appropriation. I contend that the favors granted 
by Congress to any State of this Union should not 
depend upon the particular principlesentertained by 
her in reference to constitutional power. I repeat 
again, sir, that the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred these various petitions, should 
have taken the whole subject alee their consid- 
eration; and while I do not mean to bring charges 
against that committee or its worthy chairman, 
having the utmost confidence in it and its pur- 
poses, yet I would regard it as an omission of 
duty, which probably the press of business had 
occasioned. I repeat again, that the bill of last 


Congress was before that committee, for the bills | 


of previous Congresses are usually taken by com- 
mittees as a guide for their action, and in that bill 


their attention was drawn to an appropriation | 


made for this very case. 
Mr. STUART. If the gentleman will allow 
me for a moment, I wish to say, thatany question 





GRESSIO 


Mr. MEADE, The gentleman has not changed 
If the State of Virginia were to vote 
in the Congress of the United States against the 
declaration of a war which she believed to be un- 
just, would the gentleman exonerate the State of 
Virginia from furnishing her quota of men and 
money to povenene that war? Certainly not. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the ground upon which 
I place, apart from the constitutional question, 
my opposition to the appropriation of money for 
local nnprovements is, that the country to be bene- 
fited by these improvements is the country which | 
should pay for them. And if a county of Ohio, 
or of New York, were to apply to the Legislature 
of either of those States for an appropriation for 
any local work, it would be unjust to tax the peo- 


simply because it would benefit that particular 
locality, and thus contribute to the aggregate 
wealth of the country. Why,sir, if | owned an 
estate upon which there was an immense water 
power, could I require my neighbor to come and 
build my mill, because it added to the general 
wealth of the country? No, sir; the utmost I 
could require of him would be to indorse my note, 
and enable me to raise funds to erect that improve- 
ment. And so with regard to any county in any 
State of this Union. When it makes application 
for an internal improvement, it is granted upon 
the principle that the work will yield annually a 
profit equal at least to the interest on the money 
If it does not, then the capital has 
been lost. 

There are various considerations which enter 
into the mind of a Legislature of a State when it 
grants money for internal improvements besides 
the local benefit that may accrue. 
is improved in value, why that property is more 


highly taxed, and thus a return, to some extent, | 


for both the gentleman and his opinions, and sim- | 


oly for the purpose of bringing to his attention, 
hoatiabed know the gentileman’s fairness upon all 
occasions, the character of the argument which he 
urges; and to submit—and I do that also with 
great respect—that any gentleman who denies the 
power of Congress to make these appropriations, 
cannot fairly object to any bill upon the ground 
that it does not appropriate for the benefit of his 
State. The only legitimate argument for him is, 
that he is opposed to the whole, and that he goes 
against the whole. 

Mr. MEADE. You had as well contend, that 
in the bill which distributed the surplus revenue 
some years ago, the State of Virginia should have 
been left out because she believed the distribution 
to be wrong. If you adopt a particular policy, 
though it may be in opposition to the views of a 
particular State, that policy should apply equally 
to itas to the other States; but he must have a 
very perverse opinion of things who would ‘sup- 
pose that in adopting a general policy for this 
Government, it should only be applicable to those 
who favor it. - There are not, I trust, ten men in 
the committee who entertain the opinions of the 
gentieman from Michigan. 

Mr, STUART, The gentleman misappre- 
hended me. I do not say such a bill should not 
be framed. 1 say, on the other hand, distinctly 
that it should be framed. I would make improve- 
ments in every State without reference'to the opin- 
ions of its delegates upon the subject. But what I 
say is, that it is within the legitimaterange of ar- 
gument that a gentleman having constitutional 
scruples to these bills at all, times, cannot object 
to them upon the ground that they did not favor 
his State. 





| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


'rowed and expended, 
| things should be taken into consideration in appro- 


‘5 


[ 


I have propounded was with the utmost respect |, 


| internal improvement should be based, and no 
| other; those who receive the profit should bear 
|| the burden. 


on that account? 


is made into the Treasury, which contributes to | 


the payment of the interest upon the money bor- | 
I will admit that many | 


priaung for internal improvements besides the 
rofits arising from the work. It may be valua- | 


it promises to yield profits in some shape or other 


equal to the interest of the outlay, the work should || 
If $100,000 is expended by the | 


not be made. 
community on a work which returns but half the | 
interest, $50,000 is utterly lost. Nobody will 


| 
| deny a proposition so plain. 
Those whose property is benefited, and whose | 


income is increased by the improvement, should, | 
in some way or other, be the bearers of the ex- 

ense of its construction. All that a particular 

cality can require of the rest of the community, | 
is to come te its assistance, and enable it by the 
general credit to borrow the money necessary for 
the work. This is the principle upon which every 


Mr. WALSH. Who should make the improve- 
ment in Virginia rivers ? 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman had listened 
to my argument, the question would not have 
been asked. I contend that every State should | 
make its own improvements, and that Congress | 
should not undertake to make internal improve- 
ments for the States. 

Mr. WALSH. You have said that there was | 
a general commerce upon the James river. If 
Virginia does not choose to make the improvement, | 
is the general commerce of the emntty to suffer 

Is that the argument! 
That is not the argument atall. | 
1 only desire to understand | 


Mr. MEADE. 
Mr. WALSH. 


| the gentleman. 


Mr. MEADE. The gentleman has put a ques- | 
tion to me, which would draw me out upon the) 


constitutional question, which Ido not wish to || 
It is a foregone conclusion of the major- || 


argue. 
ity of the House, that this bill should pass, and I | 
do not wish to waste my breath u 
tutional question. Iam only speaking of the ex- | 
pediency of making internal. improvements with | 


a view of inducing this committee, if possible, to | 


confine their appropriations to those works alone | 
where we have some assurance that the amount | 
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_ bly, of the Mississippi and the Red river. 
If the property || 


le in other respects, but as a general rule, unless || 


n the consti- || 






or if a benefit, not commensurate with the amount 
of the outlay. These are the considerations which 


_ | wish to press upon the minds of the committee, 


as they have already decided the constitutional 
question, as I infer from the various preliminary 
votes taken here. If I cannot effect one thing, | 
will try and effect another. If I cannot induce 


_ Congress to withhold unconstitutional appropria- 


tions, my next object is to induce it to confine 
these appropriations only upon such works as are 
known to be essential and important; and further- 
more, I wish to induce Congress to exercise that 
power as a father would over his family, and not 
to make advancement to one child and forget the 


| claims of another, or as a court of equity which will 
| not neglect an absent distributee, but bring all the 


interested parties before the court. The State of 
Virginia is not a party to the bill. I ask thiscom- 
mittee now to issue its summons and bring Vir- 


| ginia before the House, and let her rights be pro- 


tected. 

{Mr. FULLER, of Maine, here made an in- 
quiry which was entirely inaudible to the Reporter, 
but it was in reference to the necessity of remov- 
ing Harrison’s bar. 

Mr. MEADE. I am not in the habit of assert- 
ing as a fact what I do not know and cannot prove 
to be a fact. I can only give to this committee 
my belief upon this subject. It is my sincere and 
honest belief that the interests of the commerce 
of the country as much demands the removal of 
Harrison’s bar, as it does the construction of 
any of those works for which appropriations 
are made in this bill, with the exception, proba- 
I find 
appropriations for the Hudson river, for the ben- 
efit of a Stace which has expended $40,000,000 in 


| internal improvements—a State which has con- 


structed her canal from the Hudson to Lake Erie, 
at an expense of $15,000,000. The appropriation 
made to the Hudson is but a mite compared to 
the immense amounts which that State is expend- 
ing every year in internal improvements. This is 
' small game for the State of New York, when 
contrasted with the immense amount appropriated 
for the enlargement of the Erie canal. At Harri- 
son’s bar, vessels which do not draw more than 
fourteen or fifteen feet water, come to a dead halt 
_until lighters from the city of Petersburg and 
| Richmond come to their relief. 
The committee can now truly estimate the im- 
| portance which the removal of this bar is to the 
commerce of the James river. Gentlemen may 
ask me, if it is so important, why Virginia does 
not remove the bar by appropriation from her 
own means? Virginia, at this time, is engaged 
in immense works of internal improvement, and 
there is not so great and pressing a necessity for 
the removal of this bar as exists for constructing 
the great lines of communication to the West, to 
which Virginia is now devoting her energies. 

Our citizens are taxed as heavily at this time 
as they can with convenience bear, for the pur- 
pose of shaking hands with their brethren of the 
great West. We expect at no distant day, per- 

aps not more than three years, to stretch our 
arms from James river to the Mississippi, and to 
invite to our ports a part of the trade of that great 
and magnificent valley. The committee will see 
at once wy the State of Virginia prefers to ap- 
propriate all its means at this time to the import- 
ant improvements of which I have spoken. Per- 
sons engaged in shipping in the cities of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, and other 
sections of the country, are directly interested in 
having this obstruction in James river removed, 
so that their vessels can have free navigation to 
our cities, City Point, which is at the confluence 
of James and Appomattox rivers, is but ten 
miles from the city of Petersburg, with which it 
is connected byarailroad, From thecity of Rich- 
mond it is forty-five miles distant. That point is 
the entrepdt, as it were, for both places. y 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I have not 
taken the floor for the purpose of making an 


hour’s 8 h. 
Mr. TAYLOR, I wish to 





t to my friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsma that he will 
allow me to make a motion that the committee 
rise, so that I may offer a resolution in the House, 


expended upon them will be returned in some way | closing debate upon this bill at twelve o’clock to- 


or other, by way of profits to the community, and 
not lavish the money of the country prodigally, 
and throw it away where no benefit will be derived, 


morrow. We can agree to have a recess from five 





to seven o’elock this evening, and go on and dis- 
cuss this bill. ; 








for any such purpose. [ was disposed to oppose | 
the proposition, when first suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Tayzor.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. [I trust that the gentleman is 
in favor of limiting the debate to some reasonable 
time. 


Mr. MARSHALL. 


I think myself that de- 


as any gentleman desires to speak. My opinion 
is very decided, that upon a bill so important as 
this, there are a great many amendments wanted; 
and representing the section of country that I do, 
I shall vote for this bill with a great deal of hes- 
itancy, if | vote for it at all. 1 find in this bill | 
that the State of New York 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish that the gentleman 
would allow me to put myself right. I did not 
wish to prevent the gentleman from offering any 
reasonable amendment. I humbly submit that we 
should limit debate to some hour to-morrow—say 
twelve o’clock, 





Mr. MARSHALL addressed the committee for || 


a short time, in favor of river and harbor improve- 


ments, but without concluding, yielded the floor | 


to— 

Mr. YATES, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman [Mr. 
O.ps] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly House bill No. 282, making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


HOSTILITIES ON THE FRONTIER. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House now to call up the bill to which | 
I alluded this morning, for the protection of the 
frontiers. 

{Cries of ‘* Too late!’’] 

Mr. DUNCAN. 


do now adjourn. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE SESSION. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I hope I shall have the con- 


| 


sent of the House to call up the resolution pro- | 
posing to fix the day for ————- and | ask || 
p usetts [Mr. Duncay] || 

to withdraw the motion to adjourn for that pur- || 
ose. 


the gentleman from Massac 


Mr. DUNCAN. Has that resolution passed | 


the Senate? 
It has, and I desire now to | 
call it up. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Wecan do that another day || 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


as well as to-day. I insist upon my motion to 


i 
adjourn. | 


‘The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow morning at eleven o’clock, 
a. m. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. SKELTON : Petition of citizens of New Jersey || orders were 


in favor of Mr. Stanly’s bill making appropriations for the 
assistance of the Colonization Society. 

By Mr. SMITH: Petition of Noble A. Penland praying 
Congress to allow hima pension for services in the last 
war. 





IN SENATE. 
Taurspay, July 22, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirr_eron F. Monean. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
Henry A. Amelung, praying an a priation to 
test a plan for preventing steamboats or other 
vessels from sinking, of which he is the inventor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. GWIWN presented the memorial of John 8. 
Davis, a citizen of California, praying to be in- 
demnified for depredations upon his cattle, com- 


Affairs. . 
Also, documents in relation to the claim of Ed- 
ward J. Jackson, praying indemnity for a mule 
stolen by the Indians in the wioter of 1851; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


I object, and move that we || 


section, if it shoul 
| 
i in consequence of the bill which was 
|| other day. 


mitted by the Indians during the winter of 1851; | since this bill was reported from the Committee | 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian); on Public Lands, I have to 


1 





Also, the memorial of Commander Thomas R. 
Gedney, United States Navy, asking to be reim- 
bursed certain payments made by him in 1846-"7, 


|| on account of expenses of the coast survey; which 


was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. WADE presented a petition of voters of 
Cardington, Ohio, praying that the bill now pend- 


| ing before Congress, known as the “ homestead 
bate upon this bill ought not to be limited, so long 


bill,”? may become a law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Samuel! 
Brenton, asking that a claim allowed to T. A. H. 
Edwards, and erroneously paid to James McKay, 


| may be investigated, and relief afforded to the 


lawful owners of said claim; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying that 


| the bill providing for the payment of the fourth 


installment of the deposits of the public lands 


| directed to be made with the States by the act 


of June 23d, 1836, may become a law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented the memorial of 
Rosa W. Inge, praying the continuation of the 
ension allowed her for the services of her late 
Leatnail Lieutenant Z. M. P. Inge; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Ers- 
| kine & Eichelberger, praying the payment of 
the amount of a debt due them, which was con- 
| tracted by John Gunter, jun., a Cherokee Indian, 
prior to the Cherokee treaty, of December 29, 
1835; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, to which was referred a resolution of the 
| Senate to print one thousand additional copies of 
| the report of the Secretary of War, of the 15th 
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three sections, the first of which provides that 
where the sixteenth section heretofore set apart 
for the use of schools in each of the severai States 
which contain public land, has been or shall be 
found of an inferior quality, unfit for cultivation, 
or unfavorably located, the inhabitants of each 
township, under the authority of said States, shall 
be at liberty to relinquish the said sixteenth section, 
and to select in lieu thereof any other section, 
either as a whole section, or in any legal subdi- 
visions, within the same township that may re- 
main subject to sale by private entry; or should 
none such remain in the same township, then the 
selection may be made in each case from any land 
within the limits of the State subject to sale by 
private entry, to be entered and recorded at the 
proper land office of the district in which the se- 
lected land may lie, and a proper conveyance made 
therefor, in the usual form, under the authority of 
the United States; and upon the approval, by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the new selection, 
under the authority of this act, the original tract 
shall ipso facto revert to and become public lands 
of the United States. 

The second section provides that there shal! be 
selected, in the manner set forth in the preceding 


| section, an additional section of land, either as a 


whole section, or in any legal subdivisions, for 
each township within the said States, and under 
their authority, which section is granted by this 
bill for the use of schools withil such township, 
and shall be recorded and conveyed as before 
stated. 

And the third section provides that the land au- 
thorized to be selected and granted by the firstand 
second sections of, or by any preceding acts for 
similar purposes, or any part of the same, may 
be, by the proper authorities, disposed of in ac- 
cordance with the laws now in force in relation to 


| such lands in each of the States, respectively. 


of June, containing a reconnoissance of the Gulf | 


of California and the Colorado river, by Lieuten- 
ant Derby, reported in favor of printing the same; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT, froin the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Hannah 


|| Thompson, praying that the pension she now re- 


ceives may be continued for life, asked to be dis- 
| charged from the further consideration thereof, as 
the committee propose to report a general bill which 
will include her case; which was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF COAST SURVEY. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
| which was agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to communicate to the Senate what sums will be required, 
without interfering with the regular progress of the coast 
survey, to extend it to the present fiscal year so as to include 
the islands in the vicinity of the Santa Barbara channel, 
coast of California, viz: the Islands of Santa Cruz, Santa 
Rosa, San Bernardo, Anacapa, Santa Catalina, Santa 
| Clemente, San Nicholas, and Santa Barbara; and also to 
report whether the usual land surveys, dividing the islands 
| into townships, sections, half sections, quarter sections, 
| and eighth sections, could not at the same time be made by 
the officers of the coast survey, under the direction of the 


| ADDITIONAL SCHOOL LANDS. 


On the motion of Mr. BORLAND, the previous 
tponed, and the Senate proceeded, 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the bill 
allowing exchanges of, and granting additional 
school lands in th 


| public lands, and for other purposes. 
Mr. BORLAND. Before the bill is read, in 


Mr, BORLAND. I propose, for reasons which 
I stated just now, to amend the bill by striking 
out of the first section all after the enacting clause, 
and inserting the second section as I propose to 
modify it. 
The PRESIDENT. The proposition to mod- 
| ify the second section will be a separate question. 
The question must first be on striking out of the 
| first section all after the enacting clause. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. I now move to amend the 
second section of the bill, which becomes the first, 
by adding after the word ‘* selected,” in the sec- 
ond line, what I send to the Chair. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word * selected,” in the second line, insert: 

Either as a whole section, or in any legal subdivisions, 
within the same township that may remain subject to sale 
by private entry; or should none such remain in the same 
township, then the selection may’ be made in each case 
from any land within the limits of the State, subject to sale 
by private entry, to be entered and recorded at the proper 
land office of the district in which the selected land may 
lie, and a proper conveyance made therefor in the usual 
form, under the authority of the United States; and upon 
the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of the new 
selection under authority of this act, the original tract shall, 


ipso facto, revert to and become public lands of the United 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BORLAND. I now move to strike out, 
after the amendment just adopted, the words ** in 


|| the manner set forth in the preceding section,’’ 


e several States which contain | 


| order that our action may be facilitated upon it, | 


| I will state to the Senate that a portion of this 
| billi—the first section—has already been provided 
| for by a bill which was the other day, on 
| the motion of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Ma vorry,} allowing an exchange of the sixteenth 


be found to be of inferior 


t section, which relates altogether to the ex- 
change of the sixteenth section, if inferior, for an- 
other section of good land, becomes unnecessary 
the 
As the passage of that bill took place 


propose some verbal 
amendments to the second and third sections. 


amendments. 


uality. This bill contains three sections—the | 


|| should be in the singular. 


| The PRESIDENT. Let the bill be read, and || L 
| then the Senator from Arkansas can offer his || of the Senator from Georgia. 


| Mr. DAWSON. 


these words being unnecessary, as there is no 
preceding section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. [propose to make a corre- 
sponding amendment in what was the third section 
of the bill, but which is now the second. It is to 
strike out the words “and second.”” This is 
merely a verbal amendment, and is necessary to 
make the bill consistent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 
| Mr. BORLAND. The word ** sections,’’ in 
| the same section, is in the plural number. It 

I move to strike out 
| the **s.” 


| "The amendment was agreed to. 
I will inquire of the Senator 
| from Arkansas whether this bill proposes to give 


| any additional sections to the new States for com- 


mon school purposes? 
Mr. BORLAND. 


I will answer the question 
Some two years 


| ago this bill ed the Senate in a form similar 


The bill was read accordingly. It consists of || to that in which it has been reported by the Com- 














































































































































































































































































































































isso 
mittee on Public Lands; but it did not pass the 
House of Representatives for want of time; it could 
not be got up for consideration. It, has been re- 
c antly reported by the Committee on Public Lands; 


but the first section, granting the power to ex- | 
change inferior sixteenth sections for good lands, | 


has been rendered unnecessary by the general bill || 


[ 


een stricken out. 


THE CONGRERIONAL GL 


i division in kind? 


i 


| not be done. 
| kind is brought before the Senate I can see, Mr. 


President, by your own expression of countenance, | 


that it is not lhkely to injure the State of Alabama, 
This wil! not injere any of the new States. You 
are benefited by it. And though the general 


of my own State, and though you have the means 


OBE. 


I trust, Mr. President, that will | 
Whenever a proposition of this || 


{| 


| 


assed a few days since, and has, in consequence, || wealth throughout the country is superior to that | 
The second section, which has || 


now become the first section, grants a section in || of sustaining internal improvements, and educa- | 


addition to the sixteenth section. already granted 
to the new Siates. 

I will not now enter into an explanation of the 
reasons which make such a grant necessary and 
proper to carry out the object which Congress had 
in view in making the original grant of one section 
in each township in the new States, I suppose 
that the Senate is satisfied on that point, as to the 
propriety and policy, and justice of the measure— 
the necessity, indeed, if we desire to carry out the 
original object which Congress had in view in 
making these grants, which was to set apart such 
a quantity of jand in each township in the new 
States, as Would suffice for the establishment of a 
common school in the township. 

i will also state, that this additional section has 
been granted to Oregon and California, and this 
bill simply proposes to put the other States on the 


same footing with regard to the public lands do- || 


nated for schools, 

Mr, DAWSOW. Then, as I understand the 
proposition, it is to double the quantity of land 
which has been already granted to the various new 
States for schoo! purposes. 
derstand to be the fact. Now, sir, I do not desire 
to enter into a discussion upon this subject. I 
merely present it as another evidence of the large 
claims which the new States are making upon the 
old Statese, From the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, or rather from thetime that we have ad- 
mitted new States into the Union, one section in 
each township has been allowed for school pur- 
poses. 
~ Now, because Oregon and California, for cer- 
tain reasons, have been allowed an extension of 
this particular kind of grante of Jand, all the land 
States are claiming, in the first place, to have all 
the lands which they have heretofore received from 
the Government for school purposea, and which 
are found not to be worth a dollar and a quarter | 
per acre, returned to the United States, and the 
townehip permitted to take the very best lands 
lying within the township for schoo] purposes, to 
supply the place of the sixteenth section; and 
added to that, after we have given them lands jas 
good as can be found in the township, we are to 
double the amiunt to all the new States, from 
Ohio down to the last State admitted. .L merely: | 
present this statement to show the immense quan- 
tity of public land which we ure now appropri- 
atirig to the new States; first for purposes of inter- 
nal improvement, and then. for purposes of edu- 
cation, and | beg Senators from the new States to 
observe'that I am not going to oppose this amend- 
ment. They claim land, and whenever the claim 
is made, we concede to them the amount of Jara 
which they desire. 

This bill proposes:to double the. amount alreidy 
given; and all [ have to ask is, that wheneverithe 
question of the right of the old thirteen States shal, 
come up, and they ask some portion of the land; 
they shall be respected... 1.can.see no weautof 
constitutionality in an honest and. equal distribu- 
tion of the public lands among.the Simes, eitaerin 
kind or in ® division of the proceeds, 1 see)no 
ground left for the new States to charce.tha. old 
States with a want of liberality, and. beg: them 
seriously fo take into consideration the bill. which 
is called Bennerr’s bill, for dividing.a small por: 
tion of the public lands among the old States which 
have been worn out in the production of the.means 
of sustaining a large population and raising men 
to manhood, and after exhausting the soil, has 
sent them off into new Jands, there.to * flourish, 
like a green bay tree,’’ hot merely by the force, 
and effect of their own !abor, but by the kindness, | 
indulgence, and liberality of the Government of 
the United’ States. Now, as thé parenis of these: 
new States have become old, infirm, and, ex- 


hausted, will they who have gone from our midst \ 


claim everything, and deny to us ¢imple justice ? 
Can you turn round and bring us Tose te the 


old question of the unconstitutionality of the diss | 


tribuuion of the proceeds of the public lands, or ite |! 


That_is what I un- || 


)| of said 


ting your children far superior to ours, yet you 
call upon us to contribute funds for that educa- 
| tional purpose. And when we ask you to aid 
| as to be without the means of the education of 
their children, and to give them some portion of 
this fund, you pronounce it unconstitutional. 


| consider, and for the people throughout these 


| own hands and manage it. Lhave ceased to make 
| any opposition to these schemes of the new States. 
| | know they will all sueceed until they carry all 
| their requisitions upon the Government to such an 
extravagant extent as to create an excitement 
| among the people, And, in order to prevent that, 





of Bennet?’s bill. 

Mr: BORLAND. As I said, I do not wish 
| to enter into an argument respecting the merits of 
| this bill, 
| 


the Senate, and will meet with the approval of 


oppose it. When the, Beynerr bill, to. which 
| that Senator has alluded, comes up, it will be soon 
enough to discuss’its provisions. If that bill has 
| merits, its friends will then set them forth; if not, 
they will allow it to take its chance, As the Sen- 


| one is disposed seriously to question its provisions, 

| it will, I trust, be voted on without occupying the 
time of the Senate by any further discussion. 

| Mr. DAWSON. [do not wish to be misun- 


me in a position that I did notadvance. _I did not 
oppose the bill, because it would be useless to do 
| so, but [ would advocate it if it extended a simi- 


they may come up for consideration. 


| I put at, 
| . The bill as amended was reported tothe Senate, 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


| SAULT STE. MARIE. 
; On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate. pro- | 





Michigan the ri 


ht of way and a donation of pub- 
lic lands for t 


he construction of a,ship canal 
which was reported from the Committee on Pub- 
| lic: Lands with an amendment. 


| ‘Mr. PELCH. 4 gave notice the other’ day |, 
| that when 'this bill: should be called up, IF should®)| 


| propose an amendment in. the form of a ‘substi- 
| tute forit. The bill provides'for a ‘grant of land 
| for the purpose of constracting' the canal, The 
| ametdment which | shall offer proposes to: con- 
| struct it'as a public work’ by the United’ States, 

and to have the use of money instead of land. 


| the amendment whieh TP propose’ is a su 


bill until we-act on ‘the substitute. Untess sore 


| Senator wishes to have’ the bill read, 1 move to | 
| saspend the reading “of it, and “propose, as an’) 


_amendnient, to strike out ‘all after the enacting 
| clause; ‘and insert the following in Tiew thereof: |” 
| ized and di 

ders, after 


| ting contracts, for the construction of a_ship:cana) around 
| the Palle of St.’"Maty’s, in the State of Michigan ; which 


twelve feet, with si 
| dred and fifty feet long: 


: and seventy-five feet wide, with 
| such plers and other 


ng 

ppurtenances as shall, ip the opinion 
Secretary, be ; 
said canal: Provided 
separate contracts for such different portions of: 


agle 
hat 





i 
| 


| those who are so impoverished in the old States || 


it 
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constructing said canai as he shall deem conducive to the 
| public interest, and the aggregate amount of all said con- 
} tracts shall not exeeed $400,000, which shall be paid to the 





| contractor or contractors as the work progresses, reserving 
always asum equal te twenty per centumon the amount 
of work performed until the whole be completed : 4nd pro- 
vided further, ‘That the contractor or contractors shall per- 
form the work under such instructions and superintendence 
as the said Secretary shall deem necessary and proper to 
secure the faithful execution of the contracts, and shal! 
| give such ample security for the performance therrof as he 
| shall direct aud approve : 4nd provided further, That such 
| contractor or coutractors shall have the right of taking from 
| any of the lands of the United States stone and other mate- 
| rials for the construction of said canal and its appurte- 
| nances. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I desire to say a 


\| few words on the subject of this bill, and I wil! 


United States to take this great question into their | 


| { beg to present this as a sound argumentin favor | 


1 have been under the impression until || 
| this morning that it meets with the approval of | 


the country; and T am, glad that the Senator || 
| from Georgia has expressed his intention not to || 


ator admits the merits of the present bill, and no |; 


derstood by the Senator from Arkansas placing | 


lar meed of justice to all the States, and would | 
put it out of the power of the new States to deny || 
| henceforth the claims of the old States whenever | 


1 make no opposition to the bill, for the reasons | 


| | have just stated. That isthe ground upon which | 


the amendments were concurred in, and the bill || 


ceeded, as in Committee of the W hole, to the con- || 
sideration of the bill granting to the State of |} 


around the Falls of St. Mary’s, in said State, | 


As‘ || 
| the object of the ‘bill is ‘somewhat changed, and’) between w 
Hstitute | Superior. 


| for lit, it may nov be hecessaty to reat! the original || M 


5 incon | is pretty well understood. 
| Here is a time for reflection, a time for us all to | 


| detain the Senate but a little while, for I believe it 
The Senate are aware 
| of the relative position of the great lakes of our 
continent; that they constitute three plateaus; the 
principal one—Lake Superior—having an eleva- 
tion of six hundred feet above the ocean; the sec- 
ond plateau, including Lakes Erie, Huron, and 
Michigan—I call them one, for, though they are 
not strictly on a level, yet there is a permanent 
water communication between them—and Lake 
| Ontario. Between the last and Lake Erie thereis 

a difference of about three hundred and fifty feet. 
| That is now overcome by the Welland canal, a 
| work constructed on the British side, by the Brit- 

ish Government, by means of which the uppér 
_and lower lakes, except Lake Superior, are now 
in communication, for the purpose of navigation. 
Between the middle plateau and Lake Superior are 
falis of about thirty, or, perhaps, thirty-five feet, 
| ineluding the rapids, leaving, however, the fall of 
| St. Mary. We desire to overcome, by this com- 
munication, the falls of about thirty feet. The 
consequence of this want of communication is, that 
between, Lake Superior and Lake Huron there is no 
transit of articles going up and down. The com- 
munication must stop, and a different class of ves- 
sels must be provided foron the upper lake. It is, 


as the Senate may well see, a very great interrup- ‘ 


tion, and a very great expense to the navigation, 

that the business of the upper and lower lakes 
| have to encounter. 
| Here is an extent of water of nearly fifteen 
hundred miles, and a coast of nearly five thousand 
milesyincluding these five great lakes, covering a 
superficies of nearly eighty thousand miles, one 
of the: most magnificent regions in the’ world. 
With Lake Superior we are just beginning to be 
| wellacquainted: Until lately it was supposed that 
the land was not worth anything. It is now as- 
certained that it affords a valuable means of. agri- 
|| culture, besides being one of the richest mineral 
|| districts in the world, © I presume all the mentbers 
of the Senate have looked over Whitney & Fos-’ 
|| ter’s report. From it they will see that’ the ¢op- 
| per and iron are mexhaustable treasures, enough 
to supply the whole world. Copper is found 
there im native masses in prodigtous sizes, un- 
known everywhere else in the world; and the iron 
is found in such quantity as has never been found 
| elsewhere; and there is enough of it to supply the 
whole world. The irom alonetis a mineral treas- 
ure for. any country; and what will perhaps sur- 
prise some gentlemen, they will ‘see by’ referring 
to that report—and many Senators know that the 
iron is perhaps richer than any other in the world, 
—that.one ton and a.half of ore gives one ten of 
| bloom iron. It is among the richestminerai treas- 
| ures we have. That region is growing to be vastly 
important. “Fhe-United States own” upon it, | 
have ascertained from the-Land Office, twenty 
millions of agres.of land, and the communication 
hich and the oceah ‘must be by Lake 
They*own in ‘the’ dppér peninsula of 
ichigan ‘ten milliods of acres: ‘of Which have 
| been sold short of two hundred thousand acres, 
and! beem granted for school purposes shott of 


{| upper! peninsula, now the property of the United 


That-the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, wuthor- | 
ted to contract with tlie lowest bidder or bid- | 
ic notice given in the usual manner for tet- || 


cana! shall ‘be not Jees than one hundred‘ feet wide and I 
locks notless than three hun- | 


forthe safe and proper use of || 
said Secretary may erterinto 


work in || through 


| States, among the richest mineral districts im the 
|| world, nearly. ten «millions ofacred. © | >’ 


deny the expediency, almost the necessity, of 


|| having a canal, to overeome these disailvanthzes, 
of only: three quarters of a mile, and only’ fall of 


twenty-five feet. As to any constitutional diffi- 
_ culty, thereis none whatever. Every font of this 
|| proposed canal is to be‘over thepublic lands: The 
Ginited States have nothing to de bat dig the canal 
their own land, without asking the per- 


| three hundred thousand actes, leavine within that’ 


Now, MriPresident, no @entleman here will! 





= 
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' 
mission of anybody; without interfering with or | Mr. President, | have a memorandum of a num- 
interrupting the State government in any respect, || ber of subjects to which [ might call attention, 
and the work isdone. Now, sir,asto improving || but time isshort. Thereare gentlemen here. per- 
the value of our own land, there is no man in the || haps, who can state to the Senate more accurately 
world, knowing the district, knowing the regton }| than I can the amount of iron ore which has been 
above, but would consider it a good speculation || already transported. But allow me to read a sin- 

il 











to construct a work of this nature, with a view to || gle paragraph from a paper which I received this 
enhance his own property. But there are other || morning, from the Sault Ste. Marie, which will 
and still more important considerations which || show the progress of improvement in that re- 
should influence us in this matter. Ina military | gion: 
point of view, there can be nothing more import- “The Tron Mountain and Lake Superior Railroad Com- 
ant for this country, looking to the future, than | pany are putting ap a large office at the lake terminus of 
the construction of such a canal. Inthe event of | ‘¢ road; and they have Incated their depot and most part 
a difficulty with Great Britain, the first thing we | edankd "caus tat toate bs Aisi Er tavcuphte td eed Oleees 
should have to do would be to construct a military ed. The grade, though steep, will be easily overcome, 
marine upon the three middle lakes, and another | especially as there will be but little freight to take up from 
uvon Lake Superior. You cannot carry your | ve lake. The road will, run for some distance near the 
marine from one lake into-another; but if this ca- | "*2* of the lake, and accommodate every one, 
nal were constructed, the marine which you have 
upon Lake Superior, and the marine you have 
upon the middle lakes, would answer the same 
purpose uponall. It was sofelt during the Oregon 
difficulty. At the time we feared a rupture with 
England, Mr. Polk’s administration, to my own 
knowledge, were on the point of pioposing to 
Congress to construct the canal with this view, 
and were only prevented from taking that measure || 
by an amicable adjastment of the difficulties then | 
pending with the British Government, rendering | 
the work unnecessary. 
The Senate will perceive at once the bearing of | 
this subject upon our military operations hereafter. | 
Lake Superior is too important to be neglected. It 
will be as important in a few years as the coast of 
any other lake; and the difficulties with that coun- | 
try which may come—as difficulties may come be- | 
tween all countries—and which prudent men ought 
to foresee will compel us to butld a marine there, 
one single ship of which would build the canal | 
which we now ask, and enable us to transport the | 
marine up and down, backwards and forwards, as | 
may be wanted on the middle or upper lakes. As 
a mere measure of inilitary precatition, therefore, it 
is worth more than all it will cost. You must have 
the sailors there also—you must have the whole 
expense on all the lakes, when one would answer 
equally for the whole, with this canal. As an 
important matter of commerce, as a matter of ex- | 
pediency connected with the navigation and busi- | 
ness of the country, few measures can be more 
important. ‘There are few gentlemen who are 
aware of the importance of the navigation on the 
akes. Our commerce is’ now’not less than | 
$200,000,000 upon them,and our navigation very 
little, ifany, less than 200,000 tons... However | 
startling these amounts may be, yet. the tables.| 
submitted to the Senate will show the fact. There 
is an amount of commerce well worth the foster- | 
ing care of the Government, so far as we can ex- 
ercise it within our constitutional limits. 
A few years ago the State of Michigan passed || 


the Senate. 
a law, made the necessary arrangements, and was || Mr. DAWSON. TI will ask the Senator who 
going on of itself, to build this canal; but it was || 


| reported the bill, whether there has beén any sur- 
prevented, very foolishly, very unwisely, without || vey made, or estimate presented as tothe cost of 
any just motive, in my opimon, by the General,|, construction of this canal? 

Government from doing it... am now. autherized.|| Mr. FELCH. There have been two surveys 
to-say, that if you will give permission toa com-'|| made for this work. One was made, in the first 
| 
} 
} 


Here isa road now actually laid out, and in 
process of construction, to accommodate the iron 
works, which is torun from Lake Superior across 
the whole peninsula, to Lake Michigan, entirely 
by private enterprise, the product of which is to 
zo by way of the Sault Ste. Marie. 

‘This isa project of immense importance to the iron 
interests of this lake, and, in fact, to the whele Northwest. 
With this road, five thousand tons of iron can be shipped 
as easily, in the same time as five hundred tons have been 
this season; and with a ship-canal at the Sault, five hun 
dred thousand will be a limit of yearly shipment as easily 
accomplished. Does any one think thisisa sleep estimate / 
Let him look atthe steep and high iron mountains, worth 
more by the pound than common pig metal; let him look 
at the almost limitless demand growing up at the great 
| West, and consider these facilities fur procuring here a sup- 

ply, and he will be satisfied with our estimate. 

“ This road is but the beginning of a more extended route 
from this place to Bay de Noquet, on Lake Michigan, which 
will make a direct southern outlet for some of the ironfrom 
this region, as well as an inlet for the supplies needed to 
earry forward extensively We iron business.’’ 

The amendment proposed by my colleague, in- 
stead of containing the provision made by the ori- 
ginal bill, which appropriated land, and which 
intended to confer upon the State authority with a 
view that the work might go on by the authority 
of the Legislature, proposed that Congress shal! 

|, do the work like any other public work, rendered 
| necessary by the circumstances of the case. An 
amount of land might be given that would make 
the canal; but it would take a lone time; and, in 
the fluctuations now attending our land system, 
not knowing, from day to day, what measure 
Congress may adopt, men competent to construct 
such a work would be fearful about taking land 
for compensation. The matter remains altogether 
|| so uncertain, that it is difficult to tell whafamount 
| woald be necessary, or whether any reasonable 
amount would be sufficient now to induce them to 
goon. ‘In these circumstances, we propose that 
the ‘United States shall take hold of the work, 
and’make it as they would any other improve- 
ment; and I trust that such will be the decision of 


pany of’individuals to make that canal througly'|| instance, under the authority of the State of Mich- 
your land, they will do it without. asking a cent || igan, in 1836, I believe. Subsequently to that 
from the Government... But thisstheGevernment || time, the attention of the Department wis called 
does not want. ‘The State government does not. || t6 the subject, and’ they directed another surve 
wantit, The cotintry upon’ thé tipper lakes dde&’|| to be nmiade ander the authority of, and by the off 
| cets connected with, the "Topographical ‘Bureau; 
tolis necessary, tf itas:held asa matter of profit im’ || and a report was presented, exhibiting the whole 
the hands of individuals. “Still farther, let me tell 1 country, with a map of it, giving the distances 
you, that I ascertain from the ‘last paper received || with en estimate of the expense. ‘The estimate is 
from:asake Sdperior, that a:party! are how)on'the || given in’ detail. © The total amount of experise is 
opposite side of the. Sault, by order-ofsthe Cana- | $454,107 66. This provides, however, fora ¢anal 
dian Government, with a view to the construction || with double locks, the: estimate for which was 
of thint canal yas they have consteacted:the Wel-||| based’ dyion” the length and sire of the stenrter 
} 


not.want it... They donot, want to, pay.the heavy, 


jand Canal around the Fails of 2) ‘Phat || Michigan, “which ‘was then the only steamer 
would notanswer our purpose at all. (Wiat'we || upon thé ‘lakes belonging to the Government. 
want is @¢anal of out own within our-owm¢térri-’ || ‘That was a small iron vessel, one hundred ‘and 
ory to answer the mecessary purposes required’ | sixty-seven feet long. The dimensions for the 
both in peace tnd in war. The President of the || canal were, one huedred feet wide, and twelve feet 
United States, in his messages b think of the ses- deep; for the locks, two handred feet long, and 
sion before the last, on a review of the role. snb- | fifty feet wide. ‘ 

ject, expressly recommended this measure to’ the ince that time, the commerce of that country 
consideration and favorable action of Congréss. || has very much increased, and the dimensions of the 
He had seen its important bearing upon the upper 


canal, as provided in the amendment, are larger 
country; with a view not only to ir interests, || than those provided for in the estiniate. In ro el 
but to the interests of the whole United States, 


|| words, we have, in the amendment, provided for a 
arid he recommended to ‘Congress to pass 2 law 


. canal which shall accommodate the steamers now 


with that view.:” plying upon the lakes—supposing that they will be 
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large enough for future use. The size of the locks, 
then, is larger than that provided for in the esti- 
mate; but the estimate provided for double locks, 
while the amendment provides for single locks. 
The probability is, that the expense of making 
the work which we have provided for im this 
amendment will be not very far from that which 
was the subject of the estimate by the Depart- 
megt. I believe this answers the inquiries of the 
Senator. 

Mr: DAWSON. Mr. President, this is an- 
other of those internal improvements that I sup- 
pose come within the Baltimore platform. It 
seems, from the argument of the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan, {Mr. Cass,} that it is 
necessary for the public defense, for the purpose 
of increasing and protecting the commerce of the 
country; and he says further, that it is necessary 
for the purpose of increasing the value of the pub- 
lic lands, which, I suppose, makes it al! very 
justifiable! I do not pretend to enter into the dis- 
cussion of the question of internal improvements 
on this bill. All thatl require ts, that the Senator 
who reported it shall call upon the proper Depart- 
ment to have an estimate made of the cost of the 
construction of the canal, founded upon the data 
presented in the bill, and ascertain how much 
money we are about to appropriate for the im- 
provement. 

I admire very much this manner of introducing 
a bill for internal improvements, putting it upon its 
own independent footing, and not in connection 
with other propositions, merely for the purpose 
of gaining strength to carry it through. It is cer- 
tainly a very honorable position to place it in; 
and | must ask of the Senator to be so kind as to 
bring it within one of my principles. In passing 
bills making appropriations for internal improve- 
ments, I always desire an estimate to come from 
the Department, as to the probable cost. Then I 
will fa into consideration the propriety and 
practicability of the improvement, and vote in re- 
gard to it, according to my convictions, But here, 
sir, there seems to have heen two surveys—one 
made by individuals, for their own individual en- 
terprise, or intended enterprise—none authorized 
by the Government of the United States, save 
through the head of a Department. Was it by 
Congress that they werecalled upon to make that 
estimate? or did the Department itself call the 
attention of the engineers to it? 

Mr.CASS. The Department makes almost all 
of these estimates: Net one case in ten arises 
from a resolution of Congress: not one in twenty; 
perhaps not one in fifty. 

Mr. DAWSON. As we are taking the matter 
into consideration ourselves, to declare whether 
the improvement oughtte be made, let us have it 
submitted to the Department, and let the estimate 
be made by our authority. I do not recotlect who 
was Secretary of War at the time the order was 
given for the survey to ascertain what the cana! 
wold cost the Government. Will the Senator 
from Michigan be kind enough to inform me in 
what mander it was made? 

Mr. FELCH. The report of the Topographical 
Bureau was called for by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, and was presented to the*body, in reply to 
that resolution, in 1844. 

Mr. DAWSON The report made by the Top- 
ographical Engineers was called for, I know, by 


| a resolution of the Senate; but a resolution was 


never passed by this body authorizing a report to 
be ‘made, aceording to my recollection of the mat- 
f know thie report was called for; but [want 
to know when the Secretary of War inatrueted 
the engineers to make the survey. What is th: 


| date of the éngineer’s report? 


Mr. CASS.’ If the honorable Senator would be 
good enough’to reeur back to the register, he would 
find who was Secretary of War atthe time. My 
colfeague, I believe; said that the dete of the re- 


| port was 1844. 


Mr. DAWSON. That is the time the report 
was communicated to us; but how long was the 
officer engaged in making the report? 

Mr. CASS.’ Perhaps one day. 

Mr. DAWSON. What I wanted toshow wns, 


| that the report had been made for ‘a’ number of 


ears; called for by the Department, tad not by 
the aitthority of Congress. | wished tw show 


| the Senate that the number of years past and 


gone since the examinations upon which that re- 


| port was based, cannot be less than twelve or 
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fourteen. As it is now proposed to increase the 
dimensions of the canal over what was then pro- 
posed, it is proper that we should have a new 
estimate presented, 

‘The amendment of the Senator from Michigan 
is already before the Senate for consideration. [ 
presume it will take but a short time to submit 
the provisions of that amendment to the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, and have an estimate made, and 
let it be presented here; then we shall know upon 
what to base our action; we shall have no bad 
foundation, by whieh other appropriations may 
be based upon this for other internal-improve- 
ments. If also like to require estimates in every 
case before passing upon an internal improvement 
Inil. ‘Phat is my object and design in this case. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask the honorable Sena- 
tor if he intends to vote for the bill, if he gets the 
report which he desires? 

Mr. DAWSON. I think it very probable; if 
the canal would increase our commerce and pro- 
tect our frontier as a military improvement—thus 
bringing it within either of the platforms—the 
Democratic or the Whig. 

Mr. CASS. Which will the gentleman take 
for himself? 

Mr. DAWSON. Iwilltake both. [Laughter.] 
Your platform is certainly much weaker than ours 
on that point; and therefore I certainly cannot fail 
to take yours by accepting our own. 

Mr. FELCH. It seems to me that there can 
be very little object in taking the course proposed 
by the Senator from Georgia. The amount pro- | 
vided for by the amendment is less than the esti- | 
mate of the Department. That estimate was for 
§454,000. ‘The provision in the amendment which 

have offered is, that the Secretary of War shall 
receive proposais for the construction of the canal, 
accepting of course the lowest bid. He may re- 
ceive a bid for the whole or any portion of the 
work. The whole cost, however, is not to exceed 
$400,000. Unless a contract can be made for the 
amount of $400,000, of course no legislation which 


we may have here on the subject can go into | 


effect. 

In regard to the amount, the Representatives 
of Michigan felt an interest in providing, in the 
firet place, for an amount which would be suf- | 
ficient to construct the work; for it is true that | 
although it is a work of a good deal of magnitude, | 
yet ittis of that character that if money is appro- 
yriated, in this manner, a single season will, I be- 
— be sufficient to open the communication 
between the lakes lying below Lake Superior. 
We desired, therefore, to fix upon such a sum as 
would be sufficient, in the first place, to insure the 
making of contracts for the execution of the work; 
and in the second place, which would not be an 
extravagant expenditure of money for the construc- 
tion of the work, We were, therefore, satisfied, 
on consultation, with the amount proposed—and I | 
can assure the Senator that the consultation has 
not been confined either to members of the Senate, 
or to individuals outside, but included those at 
the Department who were conversant’ with the 
matter, who have aided us in fixing on the amount 
necessary to secure the construction of this work | 
at a very low expense. 

Now, it is very true, as my colleague said, that 
there are men outside of this Chamber—moneyed | 
men in this countrymen interested in the coun- | 
try bordering on Lake Superior—who would at 
once take bold of and construct the work, if the | 


Government would permit them todo so. We || quently not adverted to by the committee which 


have resiated all application of that kind, because 
we thought it was a work of so much public im- 
portance, Unat acting, to a certain extent, for the 
public interests, we ought not to suffer it to pass | 
into the hands of individuals, and thereby give | 
them the control of the navigation of the upper | 


amd lower lakes. 

The amount fixed in the amendment, $400,000, 
with the explanation I have given, will, I think, 
be sufficient; and I see no necessity of sending to | 
the Department for the purpose. This is a less | 
sum than the Department estimated for in 1844. 

though the work will be increased as regards | 
the magnitude of the locks, it isa less sum; and | 
yet L have no hesitation in saying that, for the | 
amount specified here, we can at once have con- 
tracts entered into for the construction of the work. 
If it can be done for less, of course.the whole | 
amount 
expended. 





he matter w 


open to the com- 
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Se 
petition of every person who may see fit to enter || the part of that committee, of making such a re- 


into it, 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not wish to prolong || 
this debate; but I will very candidly state to the | 
honorable Senator what my object was. If this 
canal is needed for the public defense, then the bill 
eught properly to have been investigated before | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. If it is in- | 
tended for the purpose of encouraging our com- 
merce, it ouglit to have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. But, as it comes from the 
Committee on Public Lands, it can only be con- 
sidered as an improvement for the purpose of in- 
creasing the value of the public lands, Have the 
Military Committee asked for the appropriation 
of this money for the public defense? Have the 
Committee on Commerce ever presented a report 
to this body, asking for an improvement of this 
kind, for the purpose of encouraging the commerce 
of the country? Then it comes down at last to 
one of the arguments of my distinguished friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] thatit is to increase 
the value of the publiclands. And then the ques- 
tion necessarily arises whether we should appro- 
priate this amount in money, for the purpose of 
Improving the value of the public lands in this 
way. 

The Senator from Michigan stated that not 
many years ago a late President of the United 
States, when we were in danger of a foreign war, 
had it seriously under consideration to present the 
subject to Congress as a means of increasing our 
public defenses. But that apprehension passed 
off, and he did not do so. tie thereby showed 
his good judgment and good sense, and his un- 
willingness to involve the Government in an ap- 
propriation of money which the emergencies of 
the time did not require. Yet, now, when we are 
in a state of profound peace—when there is no 
war-cloud lowering—when there is no apprehen- 
sion felt, we are called upon to make this appro- 
priation. In the same way | might speak of the 
appropriation in reference to the commerce of the 
country. Then the question is: Is it politic, | 
merely for the purpose of improving the value of | 
the public lands, to make this appropriation? I || 


| port as they believed proper in regard to it. 


This is a national work of internal improve- 
ment, and the amendment of my friend from 


_ Michigan, instead of going in a roundabout way 


to do what is to be done, proposes to appropriate 
out of the public Treasury the public money to 
do it. It recognizes the old doctrine—in favor of 


| which I have always been—of the power of the 


General Government to appropriate the public 
money for works of national importance. I rose 
more particularly, however, to suggest that it is 
all-important, as it seems to me, that we should 
pass this bill at this time, not only for the reasons 
assigned by my honorable friends from Michigan, 
but for another reason—that, if it is not passed 


| now, it may be possible, looking to the future, 
_ that we may have at the head of this Government 


some one who would prevent its going into effect, 


| even if it were passed. 


Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Georgia inquired whether this bill had re- 
ceived the sanction of any of the committees of 
this body, except the Public Lands Committee. 
He asked why it was not referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. I wish merely to state, that 
it has been referred to the Committee on Com- 


'merce. They have given their sanction to the bill 


in a report here. It was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. That committee have 
given their sanction to it, and their report provided 
for the execution of the work by a grant of land, 
which was the scope of their authority. It has 
received the sanction of the War Department, as 
is indicated by the report to which reference has 
already been made. The President of the United 
States, also, gave it his sanction in his message to 
Congress, which was alluded to by my colleague. 

Mr. SMITH occupied the attention of the Sen- 
ate for some time, in favor of the proposed canal, 
showing its importance, and the great importance 
of the region of country it would open to market. 
He also commented upon the mineral resources 
of that region, and their great value to the coun- 
try. [For his remarks see Appendix.}] 

Mr. MASON. It is not contemplated, I sup- 


| wanted to get to that point, and to show to the | pose, that we shall take a vote upon this bill to- 
Senate that we are legislating now for the defenses || day. 


| 


/ eration any other question than the simple one | 


j 
} 
| 


| 


| a Senator is compelled to vote upon it, it is his | 


|| a committee; the committee make a report giving | 


| 


oposed to be npppravieien will not be 
ill be 


of the country, and for the encouragement of com- | 
merce, through the Committee on Public Lands. || 

Mr. CASS. I do not intend to follow the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia through this discus- 


and I am not going to say another word about it. 
But I cannot help noticing one most extraordinar 

doctrine which he has advanced, which is, that if || 
a standing committee of this body report a propo- | 
sition, we here have no right to take into consid- | 


| 

that may have been before the committee. | 
Mr. DAWSON. I did not say you had not the | 
right to do it, but that it is unusual. 
Mr. CASS. Unusual! Why, Mr. President, | 

I take it that if a measure is before this body and | 
duty to look to all the circumstances connected | 
with it. A measure is presented; it is referred to | 


their views; and then when it comes before the | 
Senate, it is every Senator’s duty to look into the 
whole circumstances connected with it. There | 
are propositions which come before us every ses- 
sion which involve considerations that are fre- 





report them. Very frequently occasions arise | 
where questions involve ditferent interests, and it is 
difficult to know to which committee to refer them; 
but because they are referred to one of the com- 
mittees, does it, therefore, follow that. we are to | 
lose sight of all the considerations which might 
recommend their reference to another committee ? 
Such a doctrine will not do fora moment. You 
might as well shut your eyes to these questions at | 
once. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I shall vote with 
a great deal of pleasure for the bill before the Sen- 
ate. It comes from a committee of which I am a 
member, and I would ask my friend from Georgia | 
spears =n a subject in nalerane toa oor: 
tee e Senate, it is not the a edutyo 
that aubis to r upon rg tt was by the 
action of the Senate that this subject was sent to 
the Committee on Public Lands. The action of 
the Senate, therefore, superinduced the duty, on 





Several Senators. ‘* Oh, no!’’ ‘*Oh, no!” 
Mr. CLARKE. There will be no vote taken 


| on this bill to-day, and I therefore move to post- 
oO ’ '| pone its further consideration till to-morrow. 
| sion. We have pursued that race long enough, || 
| 

| 


The motion was agreed to. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 
Mr. CLARKE. I now ask the favor of the 


| Senate to allow me to call up a resolution which I 


offered yesterday, for the purpose of disposing of 
it. It will not occupy one moment. It is a res- 
olution in relation to acall for papers from the 
Department of the Interior. 

The motion to take up the resolution was 


|| agreed to. 


The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the rea- 
sons for the recall of Lieutenant Colonel J. D. Graham, 
from his position as chiefastronomer of the Boundary Com- 
mission, employed in determining the line between the 
United States.and the Republic of Mexico ; together with all 
the papers connected with his appointment, the revocation 
of that appointment, and the instructions given to him. 
Alse, that the Secretary of the Interior be further directed 
to report to the Senate any instructions given or sent to 
Andrew B. Gray, relating to the initial point upon the Rio 
Grande, agreed upon by the commission, and the reasons 
for the removal of the said Andrew B. Gray from his po- 
sition as surveyor upon the part of the United States upon 
the said Boundary Commission. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table; and, in doing so, I merely wish to 
say that, since the introduction of that resolution, 
I have ascertained that all the papers which I de- 
signed to call for by that motion, were included in 
a similar resolution, offered by the Senator from 
California some timeago. To call for them again 
would be a work of supererogation, and I there- 
fore move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. GWIN.. The unfinished business of yes- 
terday is a bill to ‘* authorize the payment by the 
‘ surveyor general of California for the survey of 
‘any claims which have been, or may be presented 
‘ to the board of land commissioners for adjudica- 
‘tion under the act of Congress, approved 3d 


Br 


wes ot 


ee 


od 
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‘ March, 1851, to ascertain and settle the private | 
‘land claims in the State of California.”’ 

1 believe that is the next business in order to- 
day; but, as it is now late, and as it is desirable 
that we should have a short Executive session, | |) 
will simply remark, that if it leads to any further | 
discussion, | will move its postponement. I think, || 
however, that we can take a vote upon it to-day, | 
and I hope it may be taken up and disposed of. | 
I move that that bill be taken up. 

} 
| 


Several Senators. No, no; it’s too late; ad- | 


journ. 


Mr. GWIN. 
take up the bill, I will withdraw the motion. 
The motion was withdrawn. 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


ness is House bill No. 2384, and the pending ques- 
tion is on the substitute offered by the gentleman 


| from Michigan, (Mr. Srvarrt.} 


The bill as amended and the substitute [pub- 
lished in yesterday’s proceedings} were then read. 
Mr. SMART called for the yeasand nays on the 
substitute, and asked for tellers on the yeas and 


nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. O.ps and 
Davis, of Indiana, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 


| ported 23 in the affirmative. 


If gentlemen are indisposed to || 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate proceeded | 


to the consideration of Executive business; and, 
after some time spent therein, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 

> 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, July 22, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer |, 


by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of House bill No. 
284, ‘to grant the right of way to all rail and 
plank roads passing through the public lands of | 
the United States.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. 
the House to take up and have passed Senate bill 
No. 316, which is now upon the Speaker’s table. 
It is a bill entirely of a local character, and the in- 
terests of the citizens concerned in it demand that | 
it shall be passed. I believe that if the House 
will hear the bill read, there will not be a dissent- 
ing voice to its passage. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Will the gentleman state 
what is the object of the bill he refers to? 

Mr. CLARK. The object of the bill is merely 


I ask the unanimous consent of | 


So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
substitute; and it was decided in the negauwvwe— 
ayes 36, noes 51. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was rejected, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which iatter 
motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 


| several clerical errors in the bill were corrected. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and was subsequently read the 
| third time. 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass ?>— 

Mr. SMART called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the bill passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. COBB, the title of the bill 
was amended, by inserting after the word ** plank”’ 
_ the words ‘‘ Macadamized turnpike.’”’ 


| CESSION OF CUMBERLAND ROAD. 
|| Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 


I desire to renew 
esterday. I ask the 
ouse to enable me to 


| the request which I made 
unanimous consent of the 


to relinquish to the town of Belleview, in the State || move that the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of Iowa, a certain narrow strip of land bordering 
the Mississippiriver. Itis formed, in part, by ac- 

cretions, and I suppose it does not amount to more | 
than three or four acres altogether. The object of 


relinquishing itis to enable the corporate authorities 


terested in it except the citizens of the place. If 
gentlemen will hear the bill read, I am sure they 
will permit it to pass. 


} 
to erect warehouses and wharves. Nobody is in- 1 
| 


_AVERETT. Has the bill b ferred || 
ane ‘Hous ict || bill passed ject Siew ite: 


to any committee of this House? 


The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I object to its being 
taken up. 

Mr. CLARK. I hope the objection will be 


withdrawn. The people of the town are waiting 
the passage of this billin order to build ware- 
houses and wharves, which the commercial inter- 





ests of the place absolutely require. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia withdraw his objection? 


Mr. AVERETT. I do not. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 358, for the purpose of havi 

it referred. It is a bill ** directing a survey asl 
estimate of the cost of constructing a canal basin 
at the terminus of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
at Georgetown.”’ 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present a bill ‘*for the pro- 
tection and settlement of the eastern frontier of 
California,’’ for the purpose of having it referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Has previous notice been 
given? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, sir; I have given no 
notice of it. 

Mr. STANLY. Then, sir, [ object. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I insist on the 
regular order of business. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO PLANK AND RAILROADS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 





| 
| 


| of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
| sideration of the bill to cede to the State of Ohio 
the unfinished portion of the Cumberland road; 


the State authorities desire to finish it. If the bill 





|| is not taken up now, it cannot pass at this session. 


Mr. BISSELL. What does the gentleman pro- 
pose to do with the bill? 

Mr. STANTON. I want the Houseto passit. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I object. 

Mr. STANTON. The State of [Illinois got a 


} 

| Mr. RANTOUL, I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to submit the resolution which I[ send 
| to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. OLDS. 
| order of business, 

Cries of * Read the resolution !’’] 

he resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be 


his opinion, be consistent with the public interest, all the 
| information in bis possession relative to the right of vessels 
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me a word in explanation of the object of thrs bill. 


The House sometime ago passed a bil! authorizing 


| protection of the frontier. 


should be passed immediately. 


I object, and call for the regular | 


i} 


requested to communicate to this House, so far as may, in | 


| of the United States to take fish within three miles of the | 


coasts of the British North American Provinces, according 
| to the uniform practice under the convention of 1818, aud 
as to any Orders issued, or any cruisers dispatched, or fitting 
out by the Goveriument of Great Britain, or by either of 
said Provinces, for the purpose of interrupting said fishery ; 
and also what measures, if any, have been taken by the 


ery. 


Mr. OLDS. I object. 


authority of the United States to protect such right of fish- | 


The SPEAKER. Then the House will pro- 


Mr. OLDS. At the request of gentlemen around | 


me I will withdraw the objection. 


The resolution was then again read and adopted, | 


HOSTILITIES ON THE FRONTIERS. 


Mr. OLDS. 
business. 

Mr. BISSELL. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the 
the bill authorizing the Government to furnish 
arms to the citizens upon our frontiers. 

Mr. OLDS. 

lar order of business. 
r. BISSELL. Will the gentleman hear what 
the bill is, and then object? 


ceed to the regular order of business. 
I ask for the regular order of 


to any other than the regular order of business. 


Mr. BISSELL. .. Lhope the House will allow || 


| 
Speaker's table | 
dricks, Henn, Howard, 'T..M. Howe, Jackson, James Jobn- 


Il cannot consent. I call for the || 


the Government to supply the citizens upen our 
frontiers with arms for their own protection. The 
bill was sent to the Senate, where it received a 
small amendment, authorizing the President, in 
certain cases, to call out the oulitian there for the 
With that amendment 
the bill is now returned to the House. The re- 
cent and the latest accounts show the greatest 


possible necessity for the passage of this bill, as 
| the Indians and Mexicans upon the frontiers of 


Texas are committing the most horrible outrages, 
and there is the utmost necessity that this bill 
should be immediately passed. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take that bill from 
the Speaker’s table, with a view of concurring tn 
the slight amendment made by the Senate. 

{Cries of ** Agreed !’’) 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. HOWARD. I appeal to the gentieman to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BISSELL. I! am sure if any gentleman 
will read the latest accounts from the frontier of 
Texas, he will not object to the passage of the bill. 
I have no interest whatever myself in the matter, 
but the necessity of the case demands that the bi! 
1 think no gen- 
tleman objects. 

Mr. STANTON. I objected; and I do not 
withdraw my objection. 


SPRINGFIELD AND TERRE HAUTE RAILROAD, 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


ness is the consideration of House bil! No. 289, 
granting the right of way and a portion of the 
public lands to the States of Indiana and [linois 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Spring- 
field, Illinois, to Terre Haute, Indiana. The 
pending motion is to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I now withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, and also with- 
draw the motion to recommit; and in order to get 
a vote upon the merits of the bill, | move to put 
it upon its passage; and upon that motion I call 
the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STANLY. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion for a moment, and let the bill 
be postponed for a week or two, in order to see 
what the Senate may do with the land bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would willingly do that, 
but I suppose the motion to postpone is not in 
order. 1 ask the Chair whether it is competent 
for me to move to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
during the pendency of the call for the previous 
question. 

A Memeper. Let the call for the previous ques- 
tion be withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to withdraw the call. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I insist upon the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table, and ask the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. 

he yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, the result was—yeas 61, nays 
78; as follows? 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, Ashe, 
Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, John H. Boyd, Bragg, 
Caskie, Chastain, Cleveland, George T. Davis, Dawson, 
Dimmick, Duncan, Faulkner, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Hibbard, Horsford,John W. 
Howe, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, Mc- 
Lanahan, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Murray, 
Newton, Perkins, Reed, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Origen 8. 
Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland 


Venable, Wallace, Washburn, Wildrick, and Woodward 


NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bissell, Bowne, Briggs, 
Albert G Brown, George H. Brown, Bushy, E. Carrington 


I raove to 


| Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Camp- 


| bell, Cartter, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, J. G. Davis, 
; Doty, Eastman, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Good- 


enow, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Harper, Hart, Hebard, Hen- 


son, John Johnson, Robert W. Jolinson, Kulins, Landry, 
Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Miller, Miner, Mo- 
lony, Jobn Moore, Nabers, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, 
| Penniman, Phelps, Potk, Rantoul, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
| Seurry, David L. Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 

Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham, ?P. 


i a, St. Martin, Strother, § . To 
Mr. OLDS. - But shallbe compelled to object || herd, Watbridgr, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison White 


hend, Wathridge, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—78. 


So the bill was not laid upon the table. 
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The qvestion then recurred upep seconding the | 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. YATES demanded tellers; which were or- | 
dered; and Messrs. Fowier and Aswe were ap- | 
pointed. } 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- | 
norted—ayes 59, noes 63. 

So the House refused to second the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DOTY. | wish to offer an amendment to 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is the proposition in the na- 
ture of an additional section? 

Mr. DOTY. Itis designed as an addition to 
the last section of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is itin order to move to post- 
pone the further consideration of the whole subject 
for two weeks? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move that the bill, 
with the proposed amendment, be postponed for 
two weeks 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask that the amendment 
may be read, so that we may have some knowl- 
etige of what we are acting upon. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 


——— ms 


That to aid in the construction of the railroads herein 
after mentioned there shall be and hereby is granted to the 
States hereinafter named, respectively, all the rights, privi 
leges, and liabilities conferred by the preceding sections of 
this act, on the States of Indiana and Illinois; and that 
public lands of the United States to the same extent, in pro 
portion to the length of the road, on the same terms, limita- 
tions and restrictions in every respect shall be and hereby 
are granted to each of the said States hereinafter named, 
respectively, for the benefit of the road or roads described, 
Viz: 

To the States of Ohio, Indiana, and [linois, for a railroad 
from Toledo, im Ohio, by Logansport and Layfayette, in 
Indiana, and by Peoria, in Mlinois, to Burlington; from 
Cincinnati, in Obio, by Vincennes, to St. Louis; and from 
Louisville, by Mount Carmel, on the nearest practicable 
route, to a point on said last-mentioned road, in [Miinois. 

‘To the States of Missouri and Arkansas, for a railroad 
from a point on the Mississippi river opposite Cairo, by 
Little Rock, to a point on the Texan boundary, in Arkansas, 
with branches from Litth Rock. to Fort Smith, and toa 
point on the Mississippi river, to be designated by the 
Legislature of the State of Arkansas. 

‘Tu the States of Louisiana and Mississippi, for a railroad 
from New Orleans, by the way of Jackson and Canton, in 
Mississippi, thenee to connect, by the nearest and best 
route, with the proposed Nashville and New Orleans rail- 
read; from New Orleans, by Opelousas, to the Texas line ; 
and from a point opposite to Vicksburg to Shreveport, and 
thence to the boundary of Texas. 

To the States of Mississippi and Alabama, for a railroad 
from Brandon, in Mississippi, to Montgomery,in Alabama. 

To the State 6f Wisconsin, for a railroad from Chicago, 
by Woodstock, Janesville, and Fond du Lac, to Lake Su- 
perior; from Milwaukee, by La Crosse, on the Mississippi 
river, to the Falls of St. Anthony; and from Manitowac, 
on Lake Michigan, by Stevens’s Point, to the Falls of St. 
Oroix, and thence to the Mississippi river, in the Territory 
of Minnesota, with a branch to Fond du Lae on Lake 
Superior. 

To the State of Towa, for railroads from Dubuque to 
Keokuck, and from Davenport, Dubuque, and aa ion 
on the Mississippi river, upon the best and most direct 
reutes to tie Missouri river—the points of termination to be 
xelected by the Legislature of the State of Iowa, 

To the State of Michigan, for a railroad from Zilwaukee, 
on Saginaw river, by the head of Grand Traverse Bay, to 
Mackinaw; from Pontiac, to the mouth of Gtand river; 
and from Port Huren, on the river St. Clair, across the Pen- 
insula of Michigan, to Lake Michigan. 

To the State of California, for a railroad from San Fran- 
cisco to San José. 

To the States of Alabama und Mississippi, for ‘a railroad 
from Charleston, in South Carolina, te Memphis, on the 
Mississippi. 

To ne States of Indiaria_ and Titindis, for a railroad from 
Lafayette, in Indiana, by Middieport, in MMlingis, to La Salle 
county. 

To the State of Piorida, for a railroad and branch from a 
certain point near the Atlantic ocean, in Florida, across the 
said State, to a certain other point or points on the Gulf of 
Mexico, in said State, the satd points, and the route of the 
said road and branch, to be. designated by the authority of 
the said State: and also, to the States of Florida and Ala- 
hama, fora raitroadfrom a certain point on Pensacola Bay, 
in Florida, to Montgomery, in Alabama, (with a branch from 
the eald read to a point at or near the terminus of the Girard 
and Mobile road, on the waters of Mobile Bay. or Tensaw 
river, in the said State of Alabama,) the route of said road 
and bratich to be desighated. by the authority of the said 
States, respectively. 

To the State of Atala, for the Alabama and Tennessee 
river railroad, leading from Seima to the Tennessee fiver, 
at br near Gunter’s Landing. .. . 

Also, for the Wiichester and Tennetsee river railroad, 
leading from Winchester to the Tennessee river, at or near 
Deposit, in the State ef Alabama. 


nd the routes of the . renee shall be on the most 
direct and feasible fines een places nauied, and in 
“routes, or either of ther, : 





all cases where the said rot nat 
now loeatad and determined, the ty of each 
State, respectively, through which said | or parts 


thereof, ran, or to which the. pret ats are made, 
shall determine the same. Ard all mineral lands, except- 
ing those subject by law to private entry, are hereby ex- 
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| pressly reserved to the United States from the lands hereby 
granted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
| tion of order. The armnendment, I think, is cer- 
tainly not in order, for the reason that the bill un- 
der consideration is for a particular object, and 
this amendment is to introduce a evitenil system 
applicable to other States in which the public lands 
lie, and the Chair will recollect that it has been 
held in this House uniformly, I believe, that a 
pension bill, for instance—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (interrupting.) 
I must call the gentleman to order. He cannot 
debate the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is stating his 
»0int of order, and after the decision of the Chair 
is made, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Joun- 
en) may appeal. 

Mr. JONES. I was stating what had been the 
uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. DOTY. I wish to remind the Chair of the 
decision the Chair made, in the case of the bill 
reported for a railroad in Wisconsin by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. A gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was allowed, and decided by the Speaker 
to bein order, to movean amendment in favor of 
a railroad in Kentucky, and a general grant of 
land. ‘The question is therefore decided. 

The SPEAKER. Was that during the pres- 
ent session? 

Mr. DOTY. It was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recol- 
lect it. 


| 


the motion. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
| amendment in order at this time? 
The SPEAKER. There is a question of order 
ending, upon the amendment already proposed. 
he bill, as the Chair understands it, proposes to 
appropriate lands, and to give the right of way to 
the States of Indiana and Illinois. This proposed 
| amendment is to extend precisely the same privi- 
leges, as the Chair understands, to other States. 
| Mr. TAYLOR. To what other States? 
| The SPEAKER. The number | do not recol- 
'| lect, but there are several. In a word, the effect 
of the amendment is to convert a,bill for a special 
purpose, into very nearly a genera! bill, embracing 
| e'most all, if not all, the States of the Union, in 
|| which public lands lie. ‘Fhe Chair is inelined to 
| overrule the questien of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jowes.} . The Chair 
confesses that he has some doubts. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 
|| ‘Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


|| quire if the morning hour is out? 
|| ‘The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. DOTY. I move to re¢ommit the bill, to 


Is a further 


i 
| 
| 
} 
j 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 


I wish to in- 


|| been read, to the Committee on Public Lands. 
| The SPEAKER.’ The gentleman from Ken- 
} tucky iM Stanton] has the floor. 
|| Mr. STANTON. Is. not the first business in 
|| order the report of the Committee on Printing? 
| "The SPEAKER. It is the first busitiess in the 
House. , 
| . Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Would it bein order 
|| to:moveto recommit the bill which we have just 
|| had under consideration, to the Coitinittee oh 
| Public Lands? 
| The SPEAKER. 
| gentleman can get the floor for that purpose. 
| ~ Mr. STANTON, If Ido not lose my privilege 
|| to the floor, I will yield to that motion. 
| “Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. If the morning 
| hour has expired, I insist upon the regular order 
of business. . 
The SPEAKER. § The'mofning hour is out. 
Mr. HARRIS. «Then 'I insist upon the regular 
order of business. » 


‘Mr. STANTON.» ‘As d:have the floor, I will || 


make the motion to recommit the bill to. the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: ©) 

Mr. STEVENS; of Pennsylvania. © I rise toa 
question of order... Is it competent to make that 


motion, while a motion to postpone toa day'cer- | 


|| tainyis-pending? 
| The SPEAKER. It is not only competent, but | 
the Chair thinks it takes: precedence; but he wil! 


turneto the rules. The 46th rule reads: 
' When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 





Mr. DOTY. Mr. Grey, of Kentucky, made 


| which I offered the amendment which has just | 


It would he inorder, if the | 


——— eee 
————— 





received but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous 
question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, 


| to postpone indefinitely ; which several motions shall have 


precedence in the order in which they are arranged,” &c. 

The Chair thinks that the motion to recommit 
is not in order. 

Mr. STEVENS. I was under the impres- 
sion that it was not, until the other motion was 
decided. However, the Chair wil! determine. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone toa 
day certain takes precedence. 

4 


r. KING, of New York. Then the motion 


to commit is not in order? ma 


The SPEAKER. It is not, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The first bus- 
iness in order is the report of the Committee on 
Printing. The chairman.of that committee is ne- 
cessarily absent, and [ move to postpone the con- 
sideration of that business until to-morrow, when 
he will be here. 

Mr. KING. My colleague over the way,[{Mr. 
Jenxins,}] who offered a substitute for the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Printing, is obliged to 
be absent to-morrow, and for a few days. If it 
is to be postponed on account of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] the chairman of the 
committee, being absent, | suggest that it be post- 
poned for a still longer time, say until the latter 
part of next week. My colleague can say when 
he will be back. 

Mr. STANTON, 
reasonable time. 

Mr. KING. Then I suggest a week from Mon- 
day next. It can be taken up at any time by unan- 
imous consent, at an earlier euall 

Mr. STANTON. I, cannot consent to so long 
adelay. 1 have no objection to have its consid- 
eration postponed until next Monday. 

Mr. KING. My colleague will not be back 
then. I will inquire of the Chair, if it will not be 
in order to bring this matter up at-any time, if it 
is not postponed ? 

The SPEAKER. If the House does not post- 
pone it. 

Mr. KING. If it is not postponed it remains 
the business first in order in the House, after the 
morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. STANTON. I will modify my motion, 
and move to postpone its consideration until Mon- 
day, instead of to-morrow. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I move-to postpone it until 
Tuesday next, 

Mr. JENKINS. 
this day week. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question will first be 
| taken on the longest time. 

The question was then taken upon the motion of 
Mr. Jenkins, to postpone the consideration of the 
whole matter unt Thursday next, and it was 
agreed to. 

THOMAS RITCHIE’S CLAIM.” 


Mr. STANTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing for the House, who have had 
under consideration the memorial of Thomas 
Ritchie, on the subject of public printing, prapos- 


I have no objection to any 


| move-to postpone it until 


| ing a reduction of fifty per cent. upon the prices 
| of 1819, as the prices‘by ‘whieh he proposes that 


his accounts shail be settled, to make a reportapon 
that subject. .My object~in' presenting a report 
now is merely: that it may be printed; and I will, 
in addition to;:the motion to print, move to post- 
pone the consideration of it until this.day three 
weeks. 9 
The SPEAKER. Is the report in the shape of 
a bill or a joint resohuuion? ; 
Mr. STANTON. | In the shape of a joint reso- 
lution. ; 
|| The resolution was then read a first time by its 
|, tithe, as follows: ». : 
| “Jomt resolution: providing a settlement with Thomas 
\| Ritehie, assignee of William, M. Belt, for printing iu the 
|| Thirty-first, Congress:?? 
Mr. STANLY, [should like to know how that 
{| mapert is: before the House?) > 6 (© 
i he SPEAKER. It comes from the Commit- 
|| tee Om Printing, which hids thé privilege of report- 
|| ing at any time. at 
r. STANLY. «Eb raise'the ion‘of order, 
that. that. committee has no jurisdiction over the 
subject. That is a private claim, and the Com- 
| aie, 20, Printing bas, no jurisdiction over. it.as 


‘Mr. STANTON. *'I°have simply to say tha: 


} 
ij 


; 
; 
j 
i 
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the House gave the committee jurisdiction over 
the matter by receiving Mr. Ritchie’s memorial, 
and by referring it to us; and we have simply 
acted in obedience to the commands of the House 
in presenting the report. 

Mr. STANLY. Thegentieman from Virginia, 


{(Mr. Barzy,] who is not now in his seat, very | 


properly intimated to the House, a few days 
since, that we are in the habit of exercising a 
higher law, one above the Constitution and the 
rules, by taking jurisdiction of subjects which do 
not properly belong to the various committees. 


Now, this is one of those occasions; and I want | 


the House to settle, before they go any further, 
whether this Committee on Printing has any au- 
thority to pass upon private claims in this manner. 
According to the rules, the Committee on Printing 
have no more to do with it than the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or = other committee in this House 
—none in the world. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If the gen- 


tleman will allow me to ask a question, I desire | 


to know whether this bill refers to any printing of 


this Congress, or whether it isa claim for past | 
5 | 


and executed work? 

Mr. STANTON. It relates to thecurrent work. 
Mr. Ritchie has not completed the work of the 
last Congress. He-has not had it in his posses- 
sion long enough to enable him to complete it. 
The work is now going on. The resolution sim- 
ply provides the terms upon wiiich the account 


shal! be settled; and it relates to the current busi- | 
ness of the last Congress which is under the con- | 


trol of this House, and the officers of the House. 
Mr. HAVEN. I would like to inquire of m 
colleague upon the Committee on Printing, [Mr. 
Stanton,] whether this is a report from the Joint 
Committee on Printing, or whether it is a report 


only from that part of this committee which con- | 
Before the || 


sists of the members of this House? 
question is answered, | deem it due to myself 'to 
say, that for one, asa member of that committee, 
I have always insisted that the duties of that com- 
mittee were simply executive, and should be con- 
fined to carrying out in its fullest force and oper- 
ation the resolution under which the committee 
were appointed; and hence | have declined to act 
upon any of these things which I did not consider 
as pertaining to the duties of that committee. If 
it shall turn out that this report is made bya por- 
tion of that joint committee, then | want to sub- 
mit a question, whether this House can receive 
anything short of a report from the Committee on 
Printing, which consists of three members of each 
House? 

Mr. STANTON. I stated, when I introduced 
the report, that it was a report from the commit- 
tee of this House, and not of the joint committee. 
The memorial of Mr. Ritchie was referred to us, 
the three members of this House on the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and we were directed to take the 
matter into consideration, and reportupon it. We 
have done so. 

Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to make the ad- 
ditional question. The second section of the joint 
resolution recognizes a Committee on Printing; 
and there is but one such committee, that I am 
aware of, and that consists of six members—three 
from this House and three from the Senate. | 
submit, in addition to what was suggested the 
other day, that even if the whole of that com- 
mittee, as a committee, can report upon any sub- 
ject, at any time, yet it is not competent for half 
of that committee to do it. 

Mr. STANLY. The following ie the 20th 
joint rule: 


«© A committee, consisting of three members of the Senate 
and three members of the House of Representatives, shall 
be chosen by their respective Houses, which shal! coustitute 
a Committee on Printing, which shall have power to adopt 
such measures as may be deemed necessary to remedy any 
négleét or delay on the part Of the contractor to execute the 
work ordered by Congress, and to make a pro rata redue- 
tion in the compensation allowed, or to refuse the work 
altogether, should it be inferior to the standard; and in all 
eases, the contractor and his securities shall be responsible 
for any increased expenditure consequent tpon the non- 
performance of the contract. The committee shall audit 
and pass upon all accounts for printing ; but no bill shall be 
acted upon for work that is not actually executed and de- 
livered, and which they may require to be properly authen- 
ticated.— Joint resolution (section second) of the first ses- 
sion Twenty-ninth Congress.” 


Now, sir, this must have been audited and 


— upon in the last Congress. Mr. Ritchie 
as been paid according to his contract in the last 





' - 





Congress, and this 1s an application of his for re- 
hef, because he lost money by that contract. | 
want a vote of the House upon the point of order, 
before this question shall be acted upon. 

|| The SPEAKER. The fact that the House of 
Representatives has directed the memorial of 
Thomas Ritchie to be sent to that committee is 
conclusive as to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STANLY. How did the House send it? 
Did some gentleman send it up, as we do pe- 
| tutions every day, and say, presented by Mr. 
B, and referred to such a committee? 

The SPEAKER. That would be equally legal 
and regular, in the epinion of the Chair. It will 
be for the House to alter its rales, if they are im- 
perfect. 

Mr. STANLY. Do Il understand the Chair to 
decide that the reference of one of these papers 
gives jurisdiction to the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so thinks. 
| Mr. STANLY. It is time the House should 
decide that question. After the question is decid- 
ed L want to raise the question whether one half 
of the committee can make « report. 


} ‘committeeupon any particular branch of business; 
| having referred to it 
|| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

| from North Carolina to order. 
|| The SPEAKER. The gentleman is called to 
order. Does he take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair? 


Mr. STANLY. I do take an appeal. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow 
the Chair for a single moment, he will refer to the 


|| proceedings of last Congress upon this very sub- 
| ject. 





I call the gentleman 


“ Wepnespay, February 12, 1851—page 267. 


was referred the memorial of Thomas Ritchie, a party to 


of the printing of Congress, asking that some arrangement 

may be made by which he may be suitably compensated, 

| reported a joint resolution (No. 36) ‘ for the relief of Thom- 
as Ritehie on the subject of the public printing.’ 

‘* Mr. Burt made the point of order that it was not compe- 
tent for the Committee on Printing at this time, except by 
unanimous consent, to make a report based upon a private 
memoriali—the rule of the House which authorizes the 
Committee on Printing to report at any time ouly contem- 


printing. 
“The Speaker stated that the 2Ist joint rule explicitly 
provides that ‘it shall. be in order for the Committee on 


| in the: Thirtieth Congress, he decided that it was in order 
for the Committee on Printing to report the said joint reso- 
| lution at this tune. 

** From this decision of the Chair Mr. Burt appealed. 


| on the table. 

** And the question being put on the latter motion, 

“ Jt was decided in the affirmative. 

* So the decision of the Chair was sustained.’’ 

The Chair decides that it is in order for acom- 
mittee to make a report baged upon a memorial 
that has been referred to it. 


Mr. STANLY. I take an appeal from that 
| decision. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I demand 


tellers upon the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 


| Tellers were ordered. 
| Mr.STANLY. This question involves some 






| and nays. 
| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Onl 
Mr. STANLY. I understand $200,000. 
Mr. STANTON. |. Then we ditier about that. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
the appeal on the table? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr, LETCHER. 
Mr. STANLY. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that proposition. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


la 


purpose of ascertaining the precise question before 
us, to p nd an inquiry. I understand the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina to raise the point that 
the sending of a petition to a committee by a single 
member, under rule, does not confer upon that 
committee jurisdiction of a 


the House made the reference. 


1 


subject the same as if 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman gave some 
such reason for taking an appeal. The Chair's 
decision is, that inasmuch as the memoria? has 
been sent regularly under the rules of the House 
to that committee, it iz in order for it to make a 


| report upon that memorial. 


If so, itis | 
not necessary for the House to appoint any one | 


** Mr. McWillie, from the Committee on Printing, to whom | 


i 


the contract of William M. Belt, to execute certain classes | 


plating such cases as are designed to expedite the public || 


| Printing to report at any time;? it places no restrictions as | 
to the subject matter of such report, only limiting the com- | 
mittee to such matters as are legitimately before them. For || 
| this reason, and in conformity with a decision of the House | 


“Mr. Robert M. McLane moved that tlie appeal be laid |} 


$206,000.in its decision, and I demand the yeas || 
' 
y $60,000. 


Then I submit that motion. | 


Mr. KING, of New York... I desire, for the | 


A || 


} 


Mr. KING. My vote will be governed by the 
‘acts of the case. f doube whether a single mem- 
bor can confer jurisdiction; but if in open House, 
by its order, the reference was made, there is a 
difference. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
tleman to order. 


Mr. KING. 


{ call the gen- 
Discussion is not in order. 
My object simply was to get pos- 


| session of the facts of the case. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to the 
gentleman from New York, will be allowed, he 


| trusts, to say, that even if it were referred by a 


| ferred in open House. 


for if | can geta committee favorable to my views, || 


single member, it was referred under a rale of the 
House, which is as binding as though it were re- 
It is the business of the 
Chair to enforce the rules as they are and not to 
amend them. 

Mr. KING. And then the decision of the Chair 
is that such a reference would confer jurisdiction ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. CARTTER. Task the reading ofthe rules 


| governing the power of the committee—rules 20th 
| and 24th. 
i] 





| W. Jones, Kurtz, 
| 


| 
| 





The SPEAKER. 


They will be read, unless 


objected to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. For the pur- 
pose of getting information, and ascertaining the 
starting point of this matter, I ask that there be 
read the entry made upon the memorial. Let us 


| see to what committee it was referred by the mem- 


ber introducing it, and whether it was referred to 
the whole or only part of the committee. 

(Cries of ‘* There is objection to the reading or 
discussion !’? and ** Question !”" ** Question !’"} 

The SPEAKER. All discussion is objected to 
upon the right of the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
upon this subject. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair 


We need light 


| upon the table, and it was agreed to—yens $1, 


it 


nays 64; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
Averett, Babcock, Thos. H. Bayly, Bissell, Bragg, Breck 
inridge, Busby, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, George T’. Davis, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Eastman, Faulkner, 
Fitch. Florence, Floyd, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gaylord, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendrieks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Houston, Howard, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Mason, 
McLanahan, Meade, Millson, Molony, Murphy, Murray, 
Nabers, Olds, Penn, Polk, Powell, Rantou!, Richardson, 
Robbins, Ross, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Sev- 
mour, Skelton, Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Stroth- 
er, Stuart, Thurston, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williame--81. 

NAYS —Mesers. Allison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighnus, 
Bowne, Jobn H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Albert } Brown, 
George. H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carringion Cabell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Cleveland, Conger, Cullom, Dunean, Fow- 
ler, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, Jom W. Howe, Thos. 
M. Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, 
Daniel ‘T. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Ham- 
phrey Marshall, Martin, McQueen, Miller, Miner, Joln 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. Parker, Perkins, 
Reed, Sackett, Savage, Sehermerhorn, Scudder, Stanty. 
Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, ‘Taylor, Walbridge, 
Waliace, Waish, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Addison 
White, Alexander White, and Yates—64. 


So the motion to lay the appeal upon the table 
was agreed to. 

[A message was here received from the Pres- 
dent of the United States informing the House of 
the signature of certain bills.) 

Mr. STANTON. IL move that the further con- 
sideration of the report be postponed till this day 
three weeks, and that it be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLY. There is another question of 


ousanyponmingrs (pe one raised by the gentieman 
from New York. 
Mr. HAVEN. I desire that question disposed 


of, .The question just decided was dispored of 
the other day, and [ did mot care to trouble the 
House about that. The question I raise was stated 
before, and it is, that this petition waa referred to 
the Committee on Printing, consisting of three 
members of this House and three members of the 
Senate, which is designated in the law as the 
** Committee on Printing.”’ .There is no such 
thing as a division of it in the law. The third 
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section provides that certain duties may be dis- 
charged by members of the committee from each 
Hiouse. Ifthe Chair has the section I allude to 
before him, he can understand my point, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the section 
before him. 

Mr. HAVEN. The Chair, then, sees my 
point. It is stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, {Mr. Srawron,] and no donbt truly, that 
this is the report from a portion of that committee; 
that it is from the members of that committee of 
the House. It is not, therefore, a report from the 
committee. ‘To be so, it must be a report from a 
majority of members of that committee from both 
Houses. Itis not the report of that majority. 
‘The law specifies the duties that may be performed 
by one portion of the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
question of order raised by the gentleman to be, 
that this must be a report from the entire com- 
mittee, which isa joint committee of the two 
Houses. The third section of the law reads as 
follows: 

“That all motions to print extra numbers of any bill, 
paper, or document of either House, shall be referred to the 
members of the committee of that House, who shall report 
upon the propriety of printing, and the probable expense 
thereof as early as convenient.’’ 

itis very clear from this section that the law 
contemplates separate action to that extent, at all 
events, 

Mr. HAVEN. There is no doubt of that. 

The SPEAKER. And the right of that portion 
of the committee belonging to the House has been 
again and again exercised, the Chair thinks, in 
this body. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Allow me to 
make a suggestion at this point. It has not been 
three days since this House referred to that com- 
mittee, composed of three members of this House, 
a proposition to print under their direction, and, 
in their discretion, twenty thousand copies of the 
obituary speeches and proceedings upon the occa- | 
sion of the announcement of the decease of Mr. 
Clay. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That comes under the ex- 
press letter of the law. 

Mr. HAVEN. Besides the House could direct 
any one member of the committee to make sucha 
contract. 

Mr. STANTON, The joint resolution of 1846 
provides that the Joint Committee on Printing 
shali have this printing executed, and that the con- | 
tract shall be made by it; but the House conferred 
upon our portion of the committee special au- | 
thority by that resolution to have this printing | 
done under their own discretion. It is taken from 
under the law. 

Mr. SACKETT. Has the House done so in | 
this case? 

Mr. STANTON. It did so in the case of the |! 
printing of the obituary addresses. 
Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman will allow me 
a moment, the House conferred—if that is the 
language of the resolution—upon the three mem- 
bers of the House composing the Committee on 
Printing the power to have executed a certain 
number of copies of the obituary addresses and 
other proceedings of the House upon the occasion 


of the announcement of the death of Mr. Clay. || 


Mr. STANTON. It is not an extra number of | 
any document ordered to be printed by the House. 
it is a special job out of the usual and ordinary | 
printing of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. It is understood and conceded | 
that it does not come within the powers of the || 
committee under the faw. It is not in the fifth | 
class of printing, for if it had been, it would have | 
gone to the public printer—Mr. Hamilton—-with- | 
out any difficulty. And not coming within either | 
of the classes, it was a kind and portion of print- | 
ing for which there was no contract provided, and || 
hence the committee was charged with exercising | 
a duty not under the law to carry out the will of | 
the House upon that subject. \| 

Mr. STANTON. I will ask my colleacue 
upon the committee if the House has power, 
without any rule, to refer that deseription of mat- 
ter to this committee, whether it has not power to 





refer this proposition of Mr. Ritchie ? 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Ritchie’s proposition was 
referred to the Committee on Printing composed 
of the six members I have mentioned. In we 
other case, the proposition was referred to thethree 
members of the House on that committee. 


| half of that committee have undertaken to do the 


| whom the House have any control. They are the 


Mr. STANTON. The gentleman labors under Mr. BAYLY. It is my indorsement. The 
a mistake there. Clerk interpreted it ‘as referred to the Joint Com- 
Mr. HAVEN. Inonecase under the rule,and || mittee on Printing, but he had no right to alter 
in the other by the House. * my reference, as the first is in my handwriting, 
Mr. STANTON. Thegentleman labors under || and the other in that of the Clerk. Here is the 
a great mistake. |, memorial [ presented at this session, and it is in- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New || dorsed in these words, in my handwriting: 
York contends that the memorial was referred | ‘‘ Tuomas H. Bayty, referred to the Committee 
to the entire Committee on Printing, and not a | on Printing.’’ I beg to say to the House 
portion of it, and that it 1s not in order for a por- | Mr. HAVEN. Wiil the gentleman allow me 
uuon of the committee to report. That is his || to interrupt him? I fear I shall lose the opportu- 
point. nity unlesshe does. I do not desire to raise these 
Mr. STANTON. Now to the facts. The | questions continually, and when the House dis- 
gentleman who presented the memorial says he || poses of them, | am willing to abide by them. [ 
designed to send it to our committee. It was in- || desire to take an appeal from the decision of the 
dorsed upon the back ‘To the Committee on || Chair upon that subject. I will mention it now 
Printing.”’ If it had been intended to send it to || for fear that | may lose the opportunity, that the 
the joint committee, it would have been so re- | Committee on Printing is a designation which the 
ported upon the Journal. The Clerk ofthe House || law gives to the members of both Houses on that 
sent it to our committee, believing that to be the || committee. There is no such thing as a commit- 
direction intended by the author, as it really was, || tee of this House, and a committee of the other. 
That is the way our committee got possession of it. | There is nothing but a Committee on Printing, 
Mr. STANLY. I wish only to say a word. || and then there are certain duties which are con- 
I will not indulge in argument. On the 10th of || ferred upon the members of that committee, who 
January, 1851, the petition was first presented. || belong to this House. 
It is indorsed * Petition of Mr. Ritchie, for com- || “Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Forthesake of 
pensation for public printing, proposing a reduc- | getting a little light, and to have the beginning 
tion of fifty per cent. on the prices of 1819, and | point right, | wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 
asking relief his contract, ’’ tion. 1 understand him to draw a distinction be- 
There is nothing at all about the current busi- || tween the Joint Committee and the Committee on 
ness of the session. The last entry upon the pe- | Printing. I wish to know if there are two dis- 
tition is, ‘* March 17th, 1852; referred to the Joint | tinct committees—whether there is a Committee 
Committee on Printing. Tuomas H. Bayxy.” | on Printing im this House, and a Joint Commit- 
The reference is to the joint committee, and here | tee af the two Houses? 
The SPEAKER. There is but one, which is 
duty of the whole, and this House is to act upon a joint committee, but the duties of this committee 
it before it goes to the committee at all. are in many cases made separate by the express 
I should like to have the yeas and nays upon | language of the law. 
that proposition. Mr. BAYLY. The phraseology of that refer- 
Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire of the | ence was not accidental upon my part, but it was 
Chair whether this discussion is in order? placed there by design. I was consulted about 
The SPEAKER, The Chair is very anxious this memorial as to where it should go. Some 





|| to make a correct decision in this case, and was | persons had the impression that it should go to 
| indulging gentlemen in the suggestion of facts. 


the Committee on Claims. That was not my 
Mr.STUART. I will make a single sugges- | opinion. We have a great many Committees on 


‘tion. This Joint Committee on Printing pos- | Claims; a Committee on Revolutionary Claims to 
| sesses certain duties under a law, but not under | which the revolutionary claims go—a Committee 


any rules of this House. I have listened, and, as || on Private Claims, to which all private land claims 
I understand, all gentlemen agree that this is not | ga—a Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, to 
a duty arising under that law, but that itis a sub- || which invalid pensions and other claims go, which 
ject-matter referred to the Committee on Printing | properly come under their jurisdiction, Then 
under the rule of this House. The only Com- | there are a variety of claims which go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing this House has for such pur- | mittee on Foreign Affairs—such as the claims of 
pose is its own committee. Wecannot refer toa | the Secretaries of Legations, for instance, who 
joint committee raised for a particular purpose. perform the duties of Ministers. Besides these 
Now it has been held heretofore that the mem- || Committees on Claims which have specific juris- 
bers of this committee, appointed by the House, | diction, there isa general committee, if | may say 
constitute its committee, and the only committee | so, which is the residuary legatee of all other 
it has, upon printing. claims, and that is the Committee on Claims. 

Whenever, therefore, a subject is referred, un- This is a claim which I thought ought to go to 


der the rules of the House, to the Committee on | the committee having jurisdiction of the subject 


Printing, and that subject does not fall within this to which the claim related, preneeiy as I would 
jaw which authorizes this joint committee, and || send a private land claim to the Committee on 


| defines its duties, it goes to the members appoint- || Private Land Claims; and as I would send a claim 
| ed by this House. ‘They have the sole control | in respect to printing to the Committee on Print- 


over it,and they are the only ones who can report || ing. ‘ : 
to the House, because they are the only ones over Mr. CARTTER, I rise to a question of order. 
It appears to me that the House have just settled 
only organs from whom we can compel a report. | this whole question by laying upon the table an 
We cannot coerce a report in this House from the | appeal from the decision of the Speaker upon a 
joint committee, but from that portion which con- || question of order that tested the admissibility of 
stitutes our Committee on Printing we can, by | this report. t 
resolution, coerce a report. Wecan instruct,and The SPEAKER. Thatisverytrue. In terms 
we can control them, and if the facts have been the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Stanty] 
properly stated in this case, I submit that the re- | appealed from the decision of the Chair that a 
port has been correctly made. || part of the committee had a right to report; and 
The SPEAKER. 1 wish to know if a portion | the House decided that the committee had the 
of the committee belonging to the House did not | right to make the report. Another ground of ob- 
report during the present session, changing the | jection is made, and the gentleman from North 
existing law upon the subject of printing. Has | Carolina [Mr. Srancy] has a right to appeal from 
it not become our practice by that precedent? | the decision of the Chair, which he has done. It 
The law very clearly contemplates action upon | is the same question repeated upon different 
the part of the committee of each House, inde- | grounds, that the report made is inadmissible. 
pendent of the other. The Chair overrules the Mr. CARTTER. The point I wish to make 


| question of order raised by the gentleman from | is this—— 


New York, [Mr. Haven.] Mr. HAVEN. I beg pardon, if the gentleman 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I only desire to from Ohio will allow me to correct a mistake. I do 
refer to the mistake which the gentleman from | not wish to take up the time of the House. The 
North Carolina [Mr.Srawiy] has made ina mat- other was a decision as to whether the committee 
ter of fact. The old memorial of the last Con- | hadarightto reportatany time. That was decided 
gress, which was re-referred at this Congress, is and disposed of by the House. This is a ques- - 
indorsed thus: ** Tuomas H. Bay.y, referred to tion whetherless than the committee—that is, one 
the Committee om Printing.”’ ,| half of the committee—can report in regard to this 

Mr. STANLY. In whose handwriting? ‘| matter when it has not been before the committee ? 
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The SPEAKER. It resolves itself into the | 
same proposition: whether the report was a proper | 
one under the rule. The Chair decided that it 
was. From that decision an appeal was taken, | 
and it is substantially the same as the other for 
different reasons. 

Mr. CARTTER. The point I make is this: 
that a distinct reason, or accumulated reason, op- 
erating upon the mind of the House to bring 
them to the same conclusion, cannot change the 
force of the decision which has been already made 
upon this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky [Mr. Sranron] arose and stated distinctly 
that it was a report from that portion of the Com- | 
mittee on Printing which belonged to the House 
of Representatives. The gentleman from North | 
Carolina [Mr. Sranuy] raised the question of or- 
der, that the report could not be received under 
the rules. The Chair overruled that objection. | 
From the decision of the Chair the gentleman 
from North Carolina took an appeal, and the 
House have laid that appeal upon the table. The 
Chair must repeat again, that it is the same ques- 
tion as to the reception of the report, although the | 
appeal is founded upon a different reason. 

r. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
state a simple fact. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Haven] stated his reason prior to the 
decision which was made by the Chair and vote | 
taken by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. He made an argument which 
went against the reception of the report. 

Mr. STANLY. My friend from Virginia 
{[Mr. Bayxy] is mistaken in regard to a part of 
his statement as to the reference of this 
The last petition reads, ‘* referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing;’’ that is dated March 16, 1852. | 
The next day after that reference is to the Joint | 
Committee on Printing, March 17th. 

Mr. BAYLY. The direction 
Clerk was to refer it to the House committee. 

Mr. STANLY. 
tion? Itis the reference by this House. How 
does this House act? By the direction which the 
Clerk gives the petition. That reference is special, 
and to the Joint Committee on Printing; but by the 
terms of the report of my friend from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Sranron,] it is referred only to one part of 


it, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Yew York, [Mr. Haven,] upon the ground that 
his proposition has been already decided. It is 
competent to take an appeal from that decision, 
but it is a repetition of the ae of order raised 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 











Srany,] based upon different reasons. The gen- | 


tleman will remember he urged that very reason 
against the reception of the report. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desireto say to the Speaker, 
and the House, of course, that I did not so under- 
stand it, or I would not have raised the question 
of order. 1 have no desire but to put an end to 
the continual questions of order raised upon this 
matter. I wish to have it settled. I understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sraniy} 
had made his point. 


The SPEAKER. The reasons against the re- | 
ception of the petition were made to operate, and | 


did operate, upon the minds of certain gentlemen. 
The appeal is upon the very same point as to the 
reception of the report, which has already been 
made. 

Mr. STANLY. Tappeal from that decision, 
because it is altogether a separate and distinct 
question. Suppose it should turn out that there 
was only one member in the city during the whole 
time, and that during the whole year two mem- 
bers died. They of course could not have acted 
upon the report. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I object to any discussion 
unless there is an appeal taken from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. mare takes an appeal. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 

Mr. STANLY. I only wish the question 
settled. It ought to be settled in someway. The 
first question was, whether the committee have 
any jurisdiction at all upon the subject? And the 
next question is, whether it ought to be referred 
to the whole committee or not? The questions 


I made to the 


W hat is it that gives jurisdic- | 


THE C 


etition. | 
























are as wide apart as two questions can possibly 
be. The House have decided that the committee | 
had jurisdiction of the matter by the reference of | 


the petition to them, by sustaining the Speaker in |) committee? 


his decision. There is an end of that, and | have 
nothing more to say upon that point. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will recollect | 
that the gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Stanton} 
stated distinctly that it was a report from that 
portion of the committee belonging to the House, | 
and upon that state of facts the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranxy]} took an appeal. 

Mr. STANLY. No, sir. | appealed upon the | 
ground that they had no authority over this ques- | 
tion at all, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be un- | 
derstood by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Srancy,] and he thinks that he will agree | 
with the Chair. It is precisely the question which 
was raised and settled upon his own proposiuon, 
as to the right of the committee to report 

Mr. STANLY. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. But for different reasons. 

Mr. STANLY. 





i 


in addition to what | stated at the moment he in- 
terrupted me. 
question, and surely itis another question. I have | 
nothing to do with that appeal. i made no point, 
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vote upon the appeal taken from the decision of 


the Chair. 


Mr. STANTON. Not upon the report of the 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. STUART. 

the table. 

Mr. HART called for tellers; which were or- 


No, sir. 
1 move to lay the appeal upon 


dered; and Messrs. Penn and Cuanpier were 
appointed. 


1 remarked that that was another || upon the table. 


The question being taken, the tellers reported — 
ayes 63, noes 61. 

Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. , , 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the Chair 
will again state the question as he understands it, 
It would be quite competent for the House to re- 
consider its vote and reach this object, but nothing 
can be clearer to the Chair than that an appeal 
upon the appeal just decided is not in order. The 
Chair was of opinion that the House really could 
not understand the question. The gentleman from 
North Carolina took an appeal from the decision 


It was another argument used || of the Chair, which was, that the gentleman from 
by the gentleman from New York {|Mr. Haven] || Kentucky had a right to report. 


The gentleman 
took an appeal from that decision, which was lard 
The gentleman now says, that 
the committee had no such right to report, but for 
another reason entirely—and it may be a very 


and I did not know that this point was coming up. || good one—and insists that he has the right again 


This is altogether different from the one made be- | 
fore. I wish the House to decide whether one 
half or a member of this Committee on Printing | 
can make a report. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the gentle- 
man from North Carolina labors under the im- | 
pression that this is a report from a single member 
of that committee he is much mistaken. 

Mr. STANLY. By no means. I| put that by 
way of argument to the Chair. 

Mr. BARRERE. I understood the Chair to 
have decided this point: thata single member may 
refer a petition or memorial to less than the whole 
committee. That seems to be involved in his de- 
cision. If reference was made to a part of the 
committee it violates the rule 

The SPEAKER. That is another reason why | 
the report should not be received; and if upon the 
appeal now taken the House sustains the Speaker, | 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Barrere}) can have 
the same question repeated again for the reason 
which he has now stated. 

Mr. BARREKE, I merely desire to know how 
the Chair decides the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the | 
memoria! was roper! referred to the committee. 

Mr. BARRERE. If it be referred to the whole 
committee, can a part make a report? 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair is 
this: The committees of the two Houses act in 
cases which are separate and distinct from each | 
other. This is a matter which belongs exclu- | 
sively to this House. The practice of the House | 
is to receive such reports, and the Chair adheres | 
to that practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is it possible 
to call the previous question upon this matter? — | 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have had so much de- 
bate and lost so much time upon this matter, that 
I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair | 
is, that the question of order made by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Haven] is in fact the 
same question of order raised by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Stawry,) upon which 
he took an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
and which appeal was laid upon the table. 





sists, the Sper being different, that the ques- 


The | 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Stanxy] in- || 


to take precisely the same appeal that he took be- 
fore. hese, certainly, are the facts of the case 
which must appear upon the Journal. 

Mr. HAVEN. With the permission of the 
Chair, I desire to correct his statement. | submit 
that the former decision of the House was, that 
the committee had a right to report, This isa 
question whether less than half of the committee 
have the right. 

The SPEAKER In reply to that, the Chair 
states that the gentleman from Kentucky stated, 
with great distinctness and clearness, that it wasa 
report from a part of the committee, and from the 
decision of the Chair, that such a report was. in 
order, the appeal was taken. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the Chair will allow 
me to put myself right. He misunderstands me. 
I never sid ac argued that the Committee on 
Printing had no right to report. 1 argued that 
they had nothing to do with this case at all—that 
they had no jurisdiction over it. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true. 

Mr.STANLY. My argument was, that the 
whole committee of the Senate and the House 
together, had nothing to do with this. That was 
my peint, and from the decision of the Chair upon 
that point, | appealed. Then the question raised 
by the gentleman from New York, and which had 
not occurred to me, is whether the committee had 
reported at all. The House has to decide that. 

The question was then taken upon laying the 
appeal upon the table, and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 78, nays 70; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Busby, Caldwell, Cartrer, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, East- 
man, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fatler, 
Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Howard, 
Jackson, Robert W. Jobnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, McLanaban, Meade, Millson, 
Molony, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Peaslee, Penn, Poik, 
Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, 


i| Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, 


Smart, Susith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 


| Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Sturt, 
| Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Wileox, Wil 





tion is really a different one, and may be again 
decided by the House. The Chair thinks it is in- 
competent for the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Haven,] or the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Sranvy,] to appeal thus the second 
time from the decision of the Chair after the ques- 
tion of the receivability of the report had been 
settled by the vote of the House. From that de- 
cision the gentleman from North Carolina takes an 


appeal, and upon that the previous question is de- 
manded. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
effect of the previous question ? 
The SPEAKER. tt will bring the House to a 


What will be the 


drick, and Woodward—78. 

NAYS—Mesars. Abercrombie, Allison, William Apple 
ton, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowne, John H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Conger, Cullom, Duncan, Durkee, Fowler, Giddings, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, Harper, Hascall, Ha 
ven, Hebard, Horstord, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas 
M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, 
James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Kubna, 
Landry, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McQueen, 
Miller, Miner, Moore, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. 


} 
| Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Reed, Sackett. Stanty, Benja- 
} 
} 


min Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, and Yates—70. 


| . So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 


decision of the Chair was sustained as the judg- 


The joint resolution was then read a second 
time. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 


| 
ment of the House. 
i 
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there are several appropriation bills which the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee is | 
desirous of getting through with as speedily as 
possible. I therefore desire to move to postpone 
the further consideration of this resolution until 
this day three weeks. 

Mr. POLK. I suggest to the gentleman to say 
two weeks. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘That would hardly leave us 
time to get through with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. STANTON. My object in putting off this 
matter is that other, and, perhaps, more important 
business of the country, shall be got through, and 
that this matter should not in any way embarrass 
the action of the House upon those measures. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose that the report of the committee be printed? 

Mr. STANTON. I do, sir. 

Mr. STANLY. I call for the reading of the 


resolution. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved; That Thomas Ritchie, assignee of William M. 
Belt, the contractor for executing the second, fourth, and 
fifth classes of printing for the Thirty -first Congress, shall 
receive as compensation for said work, payment at the rate 
of one half of the price paid for the printing under the joint 
resolution of 1819, and in lieu of the prices specified in the 
contract of said Belt. 


Mr. BAYLY. I would suggest that we shall 
be more pressed three weeks from now than in one 
or two weeks. It occurs to me that the better time 
would be an earlier day. 

Mr. STANLY. If this resolution is postponed 
will that give it priority over other business when 
it comes up? 

The SPEA KER. That will depend on the cir- 
cumstances of the case. There are various other 
propositions that would take priority. 

Mr. STANLY. Does it make it a special or- 
der? 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair || 
to anticipate what would interfere with the consid- 
eration of it. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to inquire how much 
money this will take out of the Treasury ? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I remarked 
to you about $60,000. If I had had an opportu- 
nity then, I should have corrected some of the 
errors into which you have fallen. 

The SPEAKER. The motion t6 postpone is 
not debatable. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 1 move to 
postpone the resolution until the 4th of March. 

Mr. POLK. When Pierce is to be inaugu- 
rated, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srevens] must propose some day 
within the present Congress. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I say the third of 
March. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to inquire || § 


if this is not a bill that is required by the rules to 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? Does it not appropriate money? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, according to the 
opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move the 
previous question, and I desire to know what will 
be the effect of that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The effect of it will be to 
bring the House to vote upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens.]} 

Mr. STANTON, And if that fails, then upon | 
my motion? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. STANTON. Then it is exhausted. 

Mr. STUART. | wish to make an inquiry. | 
If we sustain the previous question, will it not cut 
off the motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. it will cut off the motion to | 
postpone. 
Mr. STANTON. Then! withdraw my de- || 
mand for the previous uestion. ! 

Mr. HOUSTON. ill it be in order to move | 
to gointo the Committee of the Whole on the state 1 
of the Union? \| 

The SPEAKER. It will be, in the opinion of | 
the Chair. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Let ua postpone | 
this matter first. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very well, ifthe Mouse will | 
let this matter be pon oned by general consent, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is || 
not debatable. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. If-itie not debatable, then 
I withdraw my motion. 

The question was accordingly withdrawn. 

The question being upon the motion proposed 
by Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decid- 
ed in the negative—yeas 64, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 


| Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, AlbertG, 


Brown, George H. Brown, Cleveland, Conger, Durkee, 
Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, Hascall, 
Haven, Hebard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, James Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Landry, 
Mann, Humphrey Marshal!, Martin, McQueen, Miller, 
Miner, John Moore. Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penniman, Perkins, Rantoul, Reed, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, 


| Washburn, Watkins, Alexander White, Woodward, and 


Yates—64. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, John 
Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Averett. Thomas H. 
Bayly, Bissell, Bragg, Breckinridge, Busby, FE, C. Cabell, | 


| Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Chas- 


tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, John G. Davis, 


Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Ew- | 
ing, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Freeman, Thomas | 


J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Green, Grey, Hamilton, Hammond, 


Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn. Hibbard, | 
| Houston, Howard, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. | 
| Johnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, | 
| Mason, McLanahan Meade, Molony, Murphy, Murray, | 
| Nabers, Olds, Peaslee, Penn, Polk, Powell, Richardson, 


Robbins, Ross, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stu- 
art, Sutherland, Venable, Walsh, Addison White, Wilcox, 
and Williams—90. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The question recurred to postpone the further 
consideration of the report until this day three 


| weeks; and, being put, it was agreed to. 


SEVENTH CENSUS. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. I call up my motion, 


| made on Saturday last, to reconsider the vote to 


refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union the Senate bill apportioning the Sev- 


| enth Census. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Is it in order 


to move to go into the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. So is the other. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be in order 
when the gentleman can get the floor for the pur- 


This is a privileged 


| pose of making it; but the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania (Mr. McLawnanay} is now upon the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order for any 
member to make a motion to postpone the consid- 
eration of the motion to reconsider? 


TheSPEAKER. It wiil be in order when the i 


entleman can get the floor. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I supposed the gentleman 


had yielded the floor with a view to the motion’s || 


being put. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
yielded it. 

The Clerk then read the title of the bill, as fol- 
lows: 


** Senete bill No. 281, supplementary to an act providing for 
the taking of the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the 


No, sir; I had not 


| United States, and to fix the number of members of the || 
| House of Representatives, and to provide for the future ap- | 
rtionment among the several States, approved 23d May, | 


850,” 


Mr.. McLANAHAN. It is not my design, | 


at this late day in the session, to make any 


decided opposition to the passage of this bill. | 


My main object in submitting the report which 
accompanied the bill, was to turn the attention 
of this House, and of the country, to the fact, 
that the constitutional provision for the apportion- 
ment of the census, had been violated—and that 
the act of 1850 was a total departure from the 


| uniform practice of the Government from the be- | 

inning. The law of 1850 bears a striking sim- | 
arity, in all its features, to the ball presented to 
| President Washington, in 1792. It is well known 


that after full consultation with his distinguished 
Cabinet—Jefferson being Secretary of State—Pres- 
ident Washington sent 


sentatives, whereit originated. The bill fel] under | 


against it by the Executive. And from 1792, up 
to 1842, the uniform practice was to divide by a 


2 is firstand only veto mes- | 
'| sage, with this bill, back to the House of Repre- | 





July 22. 


| fixed ratiomnot the aggregate mass of the repre- 
| sentative population of all the States in thé Union, 

but the representative population of each separate 
| State, without regard to fractions. In 1842, this 
| practice was abandoned, so far as to admit the 

representation of -~ m4 fractions—fractions above 
a moiety. Mr. Webster, in his celebrated report 
/as chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, avowed the doctrine that the representa- 
tion of minor fractions would be unconstitutional. 

The bill, however, before the House has re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate. I was directed 
to report it without amendment, by the majority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and T have 
now moved to put it on its passage. 

Now, sir, inasmuch as the most of the States 
in the Union have already formed districts for 
their Congressional representation—thereby anti- 
cipating the execution of the law—and inasmuch 
as the presidential election approaches, and elect- 
| oral representatives of the several States must be 
| ascertained under the provisions of this bill, lam 
willing that it should be acted on without further 
delay. If the House see proper to pass the Sen- 
ate bill, 1 will not interpose any objection here, 
although I must say I never can sanction its prin- 
| ciples by voting in its favor. I am opposed to it 
in the general and in the detail. I move that the 
bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. KING, of New York. The motion to re- 
consider must first be put. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand 
the previous question upon the proposition to re- 
consider ? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. No, sir. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to reconsider, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The question recurred upon the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I withdraw that motion, 
and move to put the bill upon its passage, and 
upon that I demand the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
| The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and was subsequently read a third time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Desiring to 





|| have an opportunity of recording my vote against 
'| that bill, I call for the yeas. and nays upon its pas- 
| sare. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers upon the yeas 
| and nays; which were not ordered. 

| ‘The yeas and hays were not ordered. 

| ‘The question was then taken, and it was decided 
'| in the affirmative. 
| 


So the bill passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. The resolution 

'| fixing the time of adjournment of the present ses- 

|| sion of Congress, was returned by the Senate on 

yesterday, with an amendment. I ask the unani- 

| mous consent of the House to take up from ‘the 

} Speaker’s table that resolution, in order that we 
may concur in the amendment. 


| Mr. TAYLOR. I object. 

| CLOSE OF DEBATE. 
} 

| 

| 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Before suov- 
ing to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I wish to offer a resolution 
|| closing debate upon the river and harbor appropri- 
\| ation bill. Ag to the time, I will state tothe House 
| that it is immaterial to me, but the period for the 
| close of the session is drawing near, and I should 
|| like the debate to be closed to-day if possible. If 
|| gentlemen wart a longer time they can offer amend- 
ments. I offer this resolution: To close debate in 
| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
| Union upon the river and harbor appropriation 
| bill, at four o’clock this afternoon, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, 
this is a very important bill, and many gentlemen 
are desirous to be heard upon it before the discus- 
sion is closed. The resolution prs ses a very 
short time, only an hour and a half. I move to 
amend that resolution by inserting Saturday next 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. _I give notice tha- 
if that should be voted down, I will move ‘* to- 


| 






| 


|| the weight of the constitutional objections urged || morrow, at one o’clock.”” 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I hope, sir, 
| that my motion may prevail. — 
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